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RESPECTING 


DR.  WILLIAM  PRESTON  LAUDER, 


NOW  OP 


91,  SLOANE  STREET,  CHELSEA, 


FORMERLY  OP 


WALLINGFORD,  READING,  CUPAR  OF  FIFE,  AND 

EDINBURGH. 


Sed  notant  hunc  omnis  domuB,  et  vicinia  tota 
Introsum  turpem,  speciosum  pelle  decora. — Horace. 

La  verity  ne  fait  paaautant  de  bien  dans  la  monde,  que 
ses  apparences  y font  de  mal. — Rochefoucault. 

Leon  What  have  we  here  ? 

Bar.  Something  that  will  turn  the schemes 

Against  the ■ who  plann’d  them.— Old  Play, 
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STATEMENT  OF  FACTS. 


In  January  1825,  at  the  request  of  Dr.  William  Preston 
Lauder,*  I agreed  to  join  him  in  the  Purchase  of  the  Practice  of 
Dr.  Anthony  Todd  Thomson,  then  of  Sloane  Street,  Chelsea, 
now  of  Hinde  Street,  Manchester  Square.  The  premium  which 
Dr.  Thomson  asked  was  4000/.,  payable  by  two  equal  instal- 
ments ; and  it  having  been  agreed  that  Dr.  Lauder  and  I should 
each  pay  the  same  proportion  of  that  premium,  it  was  at  first 
understood  we  should  share  the  profits  of  the  practice  equally ; 
but  in  consequence  of  Dr.  L.  having  represented  that  he  being  a 
married  man  would  be  obliged  to  live  at  much  greater  expense 
than  I should,  I subsequently,  very  foolishly,  consented  to  allow 
him  two  thirds  of  these  profits  for  the  first  four  and  a half  years 
of  the  co-partnery.  More  than  a year  previous  to  that,  I had,  to 
accommodate  Dr.L.  (a  large  portion  of  whose  funds  I understood 
were  locked  up),  lent  him  1000/.,  on  the  express  condition 
that  he  should  pay  it  up,  if  I required  it  ; and  on  my  consenting 
to  join  him  in  the  purchase  of  Dr.  Thomson’s  practice,  he  not 
only  promised  to  pay  it  over  to  that  gentleman,  in  extinction  of 
my  share  of  the  first  instalment  of  the  premium,  but  assured  me 
that  he  had  sufficient  funds  of  his  own  for  the  purpose,  and  that 
his  father  would  advance  him  1000/.  to  pay  his  own  proportion 

•“lam  decidedly  of  opinion  that  it  would  be  absolute  madness  for  you 
“ to  purchase  Thomson’s  business  singly,  as  it  is  possible  that  sickness  or 
“ some  other  cause  may  prevent  your  introduction  in  so  short  a time;  and 
“ if  even  in  perfect  health,  the  speculation  would  be  most  hazardous. 

“ In  the  event  of  not  closing  with  the  gentleman  in  Sloane  Street,  l 
“ should  have  no  objection  to  join  you  either  in  the  purchase  of  one  of  larger 
“ amount,  say  „f3000  per  annum,  or  one  of  smaller,  say  jF  1200  or  J?1500 
“ per  annum. 

“ I have  opened  my  letter  to  suggest  the  possibility  of  you  and  myself 
“ sharing  the  profits  of  the  practice,  although  one  of  us  only  be  nominally 
“the  partner,  and  by  the  time  that  Thomson  retires  we  can  then  unite. 
“ Under  the  above  circumstances  the  business  may  be  purchased  in  my 
“ name;  you  may  in  the  mean  time  take  what  practice  comes  in  your  way, 

‘ and  enjoy  the  third  of  what  I get  in  the  firm,  and  afterwards  unite  with 
™e>  each  Paying  their  relative  proportional  of  the  first  and  second  half  of 
the  premium.” — Letter  from  Dr.  Lauder  to  R.C.  dated  30  th  January,  1825. 
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of  it.  Dr.  Lauder  then  proposed  that  I should  come  to  Londoii 
to  make  arrangements  with  Dr.  Thomson  ; but  before  I left 
Edinburgh  (where  he  and  I were  both  then  resident),  he  re- 
quested I would  write  him  a letter,  representing  Dr.  T.’s  prac- 
tice in  the  most  favourable  light,  and  specifying  that  I was  to 
give  up  a portion  of  my  income  to  him  for  the  first  years  of  the 
proposed  co-partnery,  that  he  might  shew  it  to  his  father  to 
induce  him  to  advance  the  money  which  he  required;  and  after 
my  arrival  rn  town,  Dr.  L.  wrote  me  as  follows  : — “ I,  at  the 
“ same  time,  think  that  Thomson  is  very  anxious  to  treat  with 
“ you,  notwithstanding  all  his  fine  offers;  therefore  be  on  your 
“ guard,  and  write  me  the  letter,  as  proposed,  should  you  be  able 

to  make  any  thing  of  him.”'*  I accordingly  wrote  Dr.  L. 
such  a letter  as  he  wished  ; and  understood  from  him  when  he 
joined  me  here,  previous  to  our  concluding  a bargain  with  Dr. 
Thomson,  that  his  father  had  promised  to  advance  him  1000/., 
as  he  had  expected. 

By  our  agreement  with  Dr.  Thomson  it  was  stipulated  that 
our  co-partnery  with  him  should  begin  on  the  1st  of  July,  1825, 
and  terminate  on  the  1st  of  January,  1827  : that  we  should  pay 
the  first  instalment  of  the  premium  on  the  25th  of  May  1825, 
and  either  pay  him  the  second  wlien  he  retired  from  the  concern, 
or  give  him  security  for  its  being  paid  on  the  25th  of  May  1827; 
and  as  he  was  of  opinion  that  it  would  injure  the  practice  to  at- 
tempt to  introduce  two  partners,  it  was  further  stipulated  that 
Dr.  Lauder,  being  the  senior  partner,  should  alone  be  formally 
introduced,  while  I should  attend  patients  when  occasion  offered, 
and  get  a proper  introduction  after  Dr.  T.  left  the  co-partnery. 

Dr.  Lauder  and  I having  concluded  our  arrangments  with  Dr. 
Thomson,  returned  together  to  Edinburgh.  A few  days  after 
our  arrival  there,  Dr.  L.  informed  me  his  father  had  behaved 
very  ill  to  him,  having  positively  refused  to  advance  the  money 
which  he  had  promised  him  ; and  he  asked  me  if  I could  advance 
1 000/.  in  payment  of  my  own  share  of  the  first  instalment  of 
the  premium  to  Dr.  Thomson,  and  allow  him  to  retain  the 
1000/.  which  he  held  from  me  until  the  second  became  due, 
when,  he  assured  me,  he  would  be  able  to  pay  it,  as  5000/. 
which  he  had  lent  his  brother-iil-law.  Col.  Dalrner,  would  by 

* Letter  30th  January,  1825. 


"that  time  be  available.  In  answer  to  that  application,  I toldDt. 
Lauder  I regretted  I was  unable  to  advance  so  much  as  1000/., 
but  I stated  that  if  he  would,  as  he  had  promised  before  1 con- 
sented to  enter  into  co-partnery  with  him,  pay  over  the  money 
which  he  held  from  me,  as  my  share  of  the  first  instalment  of  the 
premium,  I would,  to  accommodate  him,  endeavour  to  contri- 
bute 300/.  towards  his  proportion  of  it. 

Dr.  Lauder  soon  afterwards  came  to  London  ; and  having  un- 
successfully attempted  to  borrow  700/.  from  a relation  of  his, 
he  at  last  procured  the  money,  on  his  letter,  from  Messrs.Milne 
and  Parry,  Solicitors,  Temple,  and  sent  me  a bill  to  them  for  the 
amount,  in  which  he  requested  I would  join  him.  I,  very  stu- 
pidly, put  my  name  to  that  bill,  and  having  also  remitted  Dr. 
Lauder  the  300/.  which  J had  promised  him,  he  was  enabled  to 
discharge  the  debt  to  Dr.  Thomson  : but  although  Dr.  Lauder 
had  paid  over  the  1000/.  which  he  was  due  me  as  my  share 
of  the  premium  to  that  gentleman,  yet  as  I was  security  for  him 
for  700/.,  and  had  lent  him  300/.,  I considered  myself  entitled  to 
retain  the  note  which  I held  from  him  for  that  amount,  till  he 
had  relieved  me  of  the  obligation  ! had  come  under  for  him,  . and 
granted  me  a bill  for  the  money  which  I had  advanced  him. 

Soon  after  Dr.  Lauder  had  joined  Dr.  Thomson,  he  wrote, 
-first  to  me,  and  then  to  my  brother,*  representing  it  would  injure 

“ Now,  considering  the  actual  state  of  matters,  I must  confess  that  I am 

somewhat  at  a loss  to  form  a correct  opinion  on  what  is  best  to  be  done  re- 
■**  lative  to  your  brother  joining  me;  but,  for  the  sake  of  argument, I shall  sup- 
“ pose  that  the  doctor  settles  himself  in  one  of  the  neighbouring  streets,  and 
“ that  apparently  to  the  world  he  is  totally  independent  of  the  co-partnery 
w with  Thomson  ; I would  ask  whether  it  would  be  possible  to  conceal  (for 
“ any  length  of  time)  from  the  public  the  actual  state  of  matters,  for  this,  in 
“ my  opinion,  is  very  doubtful.  Was  it  possible  to  accomplish  this  witli- 
“ out  the  risk  of  discovery,  it  would  be  very  desirable,  as  your  brother 
“ might  thereby  not  only  get  his  name  known,  hut  may  actually  obtain 
“ business  independent  of  the  co-partnery,  and  in  due  time  increase  the 
“ connection  when  he  joins  it  openly  and  avowedly.  If,  on  the  other  hand, 
“ it  should  transpire  that  your  brother  is  actually  a partner  (my  name  only 
“ having  been  announced  in  the  circulars),  and  that  Thomson  had  another 
“ stranger  to  bring  in  upon  his  patients,  it  may  possibly  prevent  my  se- 
“ curing  them  for  our  mutual  benefit,  and  which,  I am  happy  to  say,  I am 
“ now  in  a fair  way  of  doing,  and  trust  I shall  be  able  to  secure  most  of  the 
“ practice  by  the  time  T.  retires.  There  can,  I conceive,  be  but  one  opi- 
“ nion  only  as  to  the  propriety  of  keeping  the  public  in  ignorance  for  the 
“ present  that  any  one  except  myself  has  joined  Thomson. 

' Tell  the  doctor  that  he  and  myself  must  make  up  our  minds  to  realize 
“ a fortune  in  the  course  of  twenty  years,  and  that  we  must,  by  industry,  make 

hay  while  the  sun  shines.” — Letter  from  Dr . Lauder  to  Patrick  Carnegy , 
Es<J-  of  Lower,  Forfarshire,  dated  London , 27 th  June,  1825. 
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the  practice  if  it  were  known  I wag  a partner,  and  dissuading 
me  from  joining  the  co-partnery,  or  even  settling  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood till  Dr.  Thomson  retired.  As  neither  my  brother  nor 
I suspected  his  motives,  we  believed  his  statements,  and  it  was 
settled  that  I should  not  come  to  London  until  January  1827  ; 
but  there  cannot  now  be  any  doubt  that  he  grossly  deceived  us 
both,  nor  that  he  had  at  that  time  formed  the  design  of  dispos- 
sessing me  of  my  property.  Indeed,  I have  lately  understood 
from  a family  with  whom  he  was  on  very  intimate  terms,  that 
he  did  not  scruple,  even  then,  to  avow  his  intention  of  retaining 
the  practice  exclusively  to  himself. 

On  the  5th  of  December,  1825,  Dr.  Lauder  wrote  me 
that  Messrs.  Milne  and  Parry  were  pressing  him  for  pay- 
ment of  their  bill,  and  being  himself  unable  to  settle  it, 
he  asked  me  to  do  it.  He  had  a short  time  previously  pro- 
mised to  relieve  me  of  the  obligation  to  these  gentlemen  ; and  as 
I could  not  conceive  that  a man,  who  had  so  large  a sum  as 
5000/.,  on  respectable  security,  could  have  any  difficulty  in 
raising  7 00/.,  I wrote  him  that  I had,  to  accommodate  him, 
much  against  my  own  inclination,  joined  him  in  the  bill,  but,  far 
from  being  able  to  pay  it,  I was,  in  consequence  of  having  lost 
a large  sum  of  monoy,  afraid  I should  not  be  able  to  pay  my  share 
of  the  remainder  of  the  premium  to  Dr.  Thomson  when  it  be- 
came due  ; and  I advised  him  to  raise  money  by  assigning  the 
bonds  or  bills  he  held  from  his  brother-in-law.  The  following 
‘is  an  extract  from  the  answer  Dr.  L.  returned  to  my  letter. — 
“ With  respect  to  the  money  transactions  with  Messrs.  Milne 
“ and  Parry,  I beg  to  assure  you  that  it  has  been  with  much  re- 
“ luctance  I asked  you  to  join  me  in  a hill  to  them,  and  it  shall  be 
“ my  endeavour,  if  possible,  to  arrange  matters  with  them  without 
“ troubling  you  ; at  the  same  time,  although  you  express  a hope 
“ you  never  shall  be  required  to  sign  another  bill,  yet  I trust 
“ you  will  render  me  any  assistance  in  your  power,  should  I be 
“ compelled  to  ask  it.  As  to  raising  money  by  placing 
“ vouchers  of  friends  in  the  hands  of  strangers,  that  I shall  never 
“ resort  to,  let.  the  result  be  what  it  may.’’* 

On  the  30th  of  the  same  month  he  wrote  me  as  follows  : — 
“ Much  against  my  own  inclination  I have  been  obliged  to 
“ apply  to  Dr.  Thomson  for  an  advance  of  £500  sterling,  as 


* Letter  from  Dr.  L.  to  R,  C.  dated  16tb  January,  1S26. 
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" Messrs.  Milne  and-  Parry  became  urgent  for  the  payment  of 
“ the  700/.  borrowed.  As  I borrowed  the  500/.  upon  the  ex- 
« press  conditions  that  Dr.  T.  was  to  remunerate  himself  previous 
“ to  any  dividend  being  made  from  the  business,  I have  been 
“ obliged  to  appropriate  100/.  to  my  own  private  use,  and  have 
« paid  the  remaining  400/.  to  account  of  the  debt.  Such  is 
*•  the  pleasant  situation  in  which  I am  now  placed,  and  out  of 
“ which  it  is  my  determination  to  escape  as  soon  as  possible, 
“ even  though  at  considerable  loss  to  myself,  as  the  sequel  of 
<“  this  letter  will  shew.*  Being  under  any  obligation  to  Dr. 
“ Thomson  must  ultimately  injure  the  welfare  of  the  concern, 
“ as  it  will  be  impossible  for  me  to  urge  him  on,  should  he  at 
“ any  time  fall  short  of  the  duties  he  has  to  perform  towards 
<“  us.  Besides,  both  of  us  must  suffer  from  want  of  receiving 
“ the  proceeds  due  to  us  from  the  business,  for  it  is  impossible 
“ I can  remit  you  monies  which  I have  not  received.” 

I heard  nothing  more  of  these  loans  from  Dr.  Lauder  until  I 
received  a letter  from  him  dated  22nd  of  May,  1826,  from  which 
I extract  the  following  remarkable  passage : — “ The  greatest 
f*  evil,  however,  to  which  we  are  both  subjected,  and  by  which 
“ 1 suffer  most,  is  a temporary  privation  of  income  from  business, 
now  appropriated , according  to  agreement,  to  liquidate  your 
“ debt  to  Dr.  Thomson,  and  which  (if  payments  are  made  in 
the  way  I expect)  must  be  effected  ere  long.  By  our  agree- 
“ ment,  at  the  time  I agreed  to  join  you  in  the  purchase  of  Dr. 
f.f  Thomson’s  practice,  I informed  you  that  I could  #o.t  (in  addi- 
“ tion  to  the  payment  of  my  proportion  of  the  premium)  cancel 
“ my  debt  to  you  until  after  a certain  period,  and,  consequently, 
“ I have  all  along  considered  myself  to  be  due  you  the  full 
“ amount  of  the  promissory  note  in  your  possession,  with  legaj 
“ interest  thereon.  Any  obligation  which  I have,  therefore, 
f*  come  unde/  to  Milpe  and  Parry,  and  Dr,  Thomson,  are  solely 
“ on  your  account,  and  not  on  my  own  j and,  in  reality,  I am 

f*  not  INDEBTED  to  EITHER  OF  THE  PARTIES,  except  ON  YOUR 

“ behoof.  I have  been  induced  to  .make  the  preceding  obser- 
“ vations  Cat  which  / trust  you  will  not  feel  offended)  in  conse- 
“ quence  of  your  repeatedly,  in  your  letters,  making  m,ention  of 

* Alluding  to  a proposal  which  he  made,  of  assuming  another  partner, for 
the  purpose  of  paying  his  debt  by  means  of  the  premium  which  that  gen, 
tic  man  would  have  advanced. 
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my  debt  to  Dr.  Thomson-,  to  whom  1 own  nothing  ; but 
' WOuld>  notwithstanding,  have  been  most  happy  to  {liquidate 
" Y0UR  Obligations  to  the  above  parties,  had  it  been  in  my 
" power." 

I need  offer  no  comment  on  the  foregoing  extracts  from  Dr. 
Lauder  s letters,  nor  need  I mention  what  impression  the  peru- 
sal of  the  last  quoted  epistle  left  on  my  mind  * but  I cannot 
avoid  remarking  that  I have  lately  learnt  from  Dr.  Thomson 
that  not  a single  shilling  of  the  proceeds  of  the  business  was 
appropriated  to  the  payment  of  the  debt  to  him,  and  that  while 
Dr.  L.  was  complaining  of  the  great  inconvenience  he  was  put 
to,  in  consequence  of  these  proceeds  being  locked  up  for  the 
payment  of  what  he  had  the  hardihood  to  term  my  debt  to  that 
gentleman,  and  endeavouring  to  make  me  believe  that  it  would 
soon  be  discharged,  he  must  actually  not  only  have  been  enjoying 
the  use  of  his  own  share  of  them,  but  mine  also. 

Heartily  regretting  I had  cbnnected  myself  with  Dr.  Lauder, 
I now  insisted  on  our  pecuniary  affairs  being  settled,  and  by 
sending  him  extracts  from  his  letters,  made  him  retract  his 
assertions,  and  give  me  his  bill  for  the  300/:  which  I had  lent 
him  j and  by  adopting  (much  to  his  annoyance  and  in  spite  of 
his  repeated  entreaties)  the  precaution  of  retaining  his  note  for 
1000/.,  was  enabled,  in  about  six  months  afterwards,  to  get  my 
money  out  of  his  hands,  and  to  oblige  him  to  relieve  me  of 
•the  debt  to  Milne  and  Parry. 

On  the  Nth  Sept.  1826,  as  the  period  when  I ought  to  have 
joined  the  co-partnery  was  approaching,  Dr.  Lauder  wrote  me  a 
letter,  stating,  that  it  would  ruin  the  practice  to  attempt  to 
introduce  me  to  the  patients  for  some  time ; but  on  my  pro- 
posing, if  I were  not  to  be  introduced  when  Dr.Thomson  retired, 
as  had  been  stipulated,  that  he  should  pay  half  the  expense  of 
insuring  his  life,*  for  the  money  I had  advanced,  until  he  had 
performed  that  duty  to  me,  he  wrote  me  a letter,  dated  29th  Oct. 
1826,  in  which,  after  refusing  to  put  himself  to  any  expense  in 
continuing  the  insurance  on  his  life,  and  complaining  much  of 
iriy  conduct  to  him  respecting  the  loans  from  Milne  and  Parry, 
and  Dr.Thomson,  he  concluded  by  stating  that,  besides  the 

* By  our  deed  of  co-partnery  Dr.  L.  was  bound  to  pay  half  of  the  ex- 
pense of  insuring  his  life  for  .£2000,  for  the  first  three  years  of  the  partner- 
ship. 
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difficulty  of  introducing  me,  insurmountable  obstacles  opposed 
themselves  to  the  continuance  of  the  co-partnery,  and  proposed 
to  have  it  dissolved.  I now  saw  it  would  be  impossible  for  me 
to  continue  my  connection  with  him  j and,  as  he  expressed 
himself  so  much  dissatisfied  with  me,  I offered  to  sell  my  share 
of  the  practice,  on  fair  terms,  to  any  person  whom  he  might 
prefer  as  a partner.  To  that  letter  Dr.  L.  (still  persisting  that 
I had  used  him  very  ill,  and  renewing  his  assertions  that  the 
loans  from  Milne  and  Parry,  and  Dr.  Thomson,  had  been  con- 
tracted for  me)  replied  that  he  could  not  listen  to  my  offer  of 
selling  my  share  of  the  practice  to  any  one ; and  having  proposed 
to  retain  the  whole  of  it  to  himself,  and  that  he  should,  without 
giving  me  any  security,  have  the  use  of  the  1300/.  which  I had 
advanced  as  long  as  he  might  require  it,  he  concluded  thus — 
“ I must  candidly  intimate  that  it  is  my  opinion,  after  mature 
“ deliberation,  that  it  will  be  to  the  advantage  of  both  to  enter 
“ into  some  such  arrangement,  even  viewing  the  difficulties  to 
“ be  encountered  in  introduction,  independent  of  disputes  on 
“ money  matters  ; it  would  ruin  the  business  to  make  any 
“ attempt  to  introduce  you  for  a long  time.”* 

I considered  that  proposal  a most  strange  one  ; I had  eveu 
then  lost  a great  deal  of  time  in  consequence  of  my  connection 
with  Dr.  Lauder,  and  was  anxious  to  get  possession  of  my 
money,  that  I might  be  enabled  to  get  into  employment : but 
even  if  I had  felt  disposed  to  lend  my  money,  I need  scarcely 
say  he  was  the  very  last  person  of  all  my  acquaintance  whom  I 
would  have  lent  it  to,  especially  without  security.  Besides,  I 
felt  confident,  from  his  making  such  a proposal  to  me,  and  from 
what  I knew  of  his  character,  that  he  had  deceived  me  as  to  his 
having  5000/.  in  his  brother-in-law’s  hands  ; for  by  this  time, 
according  to  him,  it  ought  to  have  been  available  ; and  I sus- 
pected his  intentions  towards  me  were  not  of  an  honourable 
kind.  I therefore  declined  treating  with  him.  Dr.  Lauder 
then  applied  to  a friend  of  mine  in  town  (Dr.  Jobson)  to  com- 
municate offers  from  him  of  an  annuity  from  the  practice  for  a 
certain  number  of  years,  if  I would  allow  him  the  use  of  my 
money  without  security  and  to  endeavour  to  persuade'  me  that 
it  would  be  for  my  advantage  to  accept  them.  I rejected  all 

* Letter  from  Dr.  L.  to  R.  C.  9th  Nov.  1826. 
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these  proposals ; and  with  the  view  of  inducing  Dr.  L.’s  father 
to  refund  me  my  capital,  as  Dr.  L.  persisted  in  making  me  offers, 
and  insisted  that  the  co-partnery  must  be  dissolved,*  I asked  an 
annuity  of  such  an  amount  as  I was  sure  he  would  not  give  me, 
if  he  could  raise  money  otherwise.  I also  wrote  him  that  my 
relations  would  be  very  much  displeased  with  me  if  I agreed  to 


a dissolution  of  the  co-partnery  on  such  terms  as  he  had  offered, 
and  proposed  that  it  should  go  on.  In  Dr.  L.’s  answer  he  in- 
formed me  he  could  not  listen  to  w^at  I had  proposed,  and 
concluded  thus — “ If  you  accede  to  the  proposal  made,  the 
“ agreement  can  be  so  worded  as  to  make  it  appear  that  tfip 
“ partnership  was  actually  continued." \ Bad  as  was  my  opinion 
of  Dr.  Lauder,  this  proposal  certainly  startled  me.  It  was 
quite  clear  that,  even  if  I had  been  base  enough  to  make  the 
attempt,I  could  not,  by  getting  the  agreement  with  him  “worded” 
in  any  particular  way,  have  concealed  from  my  relations  the  fact 
of  the  co-partnery  having  been  dissolved ; but,  it  was  equally 
clear,  that  if  it  had  been  “ worded”  as  Dr.  L.  suggested,  that  I 
should,  after  I had  ceased  to  be  his  partner,  still  have  continued 
liable  for  the  expenses  of  his  business,  and  the  remainder  of  the 
premium  to  Dr.  Thomson.  Can  there  be  any  doubt  that  that 
was  his  intention?  As  a proof  of  what  was  the  nature  of  Dr. 
L.’s  intentions  towards  me,  I may  mention,  that  although  he 
wrote  me  on  the  14th  Sept.  1826,  that  he  was  to  take  the  lease 
of  Dr.  Thomson’s  house  on  himself,  and  although  at  the  time 
that  gentleman  resigned  it  to  him  he  ;was  in  close  treaty  with 
me  for  a dissolution  of  the  co-partnery,  yet,  unknown  to  me,  he 
got  the  assignment  made  out  in  the  name  of  the  hrm,  and  has, 
since  his  bankruptcy, ! intimated  that  his  house-rent  must  be 
deducted  from  the  proceeds  of  the  business.'' 

In  the  beginning  of  January,  1827,  I came  to  London,  not 
with  the  view  of  being  introduced  to  the  practice,  for  I knew 
Dr.  Lauder  would  never  perform  that  duty  to  me ; but  fox  the 
-mod  <4  (nosdof,  .id)  t\i  O'  at  fflini  to  ..  : boil..  . 

* “ I must  candidly  acknowledge, .that  »ow  my  principal  inducement  for 
*k  wishing  to  get  free  of  a connection  which  must,  if  persisted  in,  prove 
“ ruinous  to  both,  proceeds  more  from  yoUr  conduct  to  me  (which  has  been 
“ both  ungenerous  and  unjust)  than  from  the  very  great  difficulty  or  lmpos- 
“ sibility  I shall  have  to  contend  with,  in  introducing  you  to  a practice 
“ which  I have  not  myself  yet  Secured.” — Letter  from  Dr.  Lauder  to  R.  C. 
dated  91,  Sloane  Street,  23 d December,  1826. 


+ Letter  from  Dr.  Lauder  to  R.  C.  dated  13th  December,  1826. 
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purpose  of  endeavouring  to  get  thy  money  out  of  his  hands. 
He  now,  however,  not  only  positively  refused  to  refund  me  my 
capital,  but  stated  that  I must  pay  the  1000/*  due  Dr.  Thom- 
son, and  offered  me  an  annuity  from  the  practice  for  the  whole.f 
I positively  refused  to  make  such  an  advance  for  Dr.  L.  s ac- 
commodation ; but,  as  I found  he  was  determined  not  to  repay 
me  my  money,  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  about  an  arrangement 
with  him,  I agreed  to  allow  him  the  use  of  1300/.,  without 
security,  for  an  annuity  from  the  practice,  the  amount  of  which 
was  nearly  fixed,  when  Dr.  L.  wrote  Dr.  Jobson  the  following 
letter  : 

91,  Sloane  Street,  2nd  May,  1827. 

“ I have  unfortunately  missed  you  twice  when  I called; 
“ the  object  of  my  visit  was  to  say  that  I had  consulted  a pro- 
“ fessional  friend  respecting  the  encroachments  made  by  a certain 
“ gentleman,  and  find  that  Dr.Carnegy  and  myself  have  no  power 
“ to  call  him  to  account,  until  such  time  as  our  agreement  with 
“ him  is  completed , by  the  payment  of  the  whole  premium.  No- 
“ thing,  therefore,  can  be  done  till  after  the  25th  of  the  present 

• * ' . - ■ . . ..  . ' •*  •■".  • . ■ t * 

• Dr.  L.  had  previously  written  me,  he  had  discharged  the  whole  of  his 
own  debt  to  that  gentleman,  and  that  there  was  only  this  .£1000  due  him. 
I have  since  discovered  he  deceived  me.. 

+ “ Dr.  Carnegy  has  come  to  a just  conclusion,  when  he  states  that  all 
“ negotiation  for  a dissolution  of  the  co-partnery  was  at  an  end  ; for,  with 

the  knowledge  I now  have  of  the  nature  and  probable  extent  of  the 
“ practice,  compared  with  the  premium  paid  for  it,  and  after  having  de- 
“ liberately  considered  the  matter  in  all  its  different  bearings,  a sense  of 
“ justice  to  myself  will  not  permit  me  to  allow  Dr.  Carnegy  to  withdraw 
“ his  capital  from  the  concern. 

“ Proposal. — The  partnership  agreement  between  Drs.  Lauder  and  Car- 
“ negy  to  remain  unaltered,  with  the  exception,  that  Dr.  C.  shall  be  allowed 
“ to  devote  his  whole  time  and  talents  to  his  own  advantage,,  by  settling  in 
“ practice  elsewhere,  and  thereby  becoming  a sleeping  partner  in  the  pre- 
“ sent  concern ; on  which  account  he  shall  be  entitled  to  only  one  half  of 
“ the  income  he  would  otherwise  have  received ; or,  to  be  more  explicit, 
“ That  Dr.  Carnegy  shall  pay  to  Dr  Thomson  his  full  proportion  of  the 
“ premium,  namely,  o£2000. 

“ That,  instead  of  Dr.  Carnegy  receiving  one-third  of  the  net  profits  of  the 
“ practice,  for  the  first  three  years  he  shall  only  be  entitled  to  oue-sixtb 
u part  thereof. 

“ That,  instead  of  Dr.  C.  receiving  one  half  of  the  net  proceeds  of  the 
* business,  for  the  last  seven  years  of  the  partnership  he  shall  be  entitled  to 
M one-fourth  only. 

ft  “ That,  at  the  end  of  ten  years  (from  3lst  December,  1826)  Dr.  Carnegy 
4t  shall,  in  conformity  with  his  original  agreement,  be  entitled  to  receive  a 
“ sum  equal  to  one  year’s  net  income  from  the  practice,  to  be  estimated  by 
u average  of  the  two  years  preceding  the  dissolution  of  the  partnership, 

payable  by  equal  instalments  during  the  five  succeeding  years.” — Letter 
from  Dr.  Lauder  to  Dr.  Jobson,  dated  91,  Sloane  Street , 31  st  January,  1827. 
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" month,  on  which  day  the  balance  of  the  sum  agreed  on,  namely, 

“ 1000/-’  falls  due>  and  must  be  paid.  I become  daily  more 
“ convinced  of  the  absolute  necessity  of  protecting  our  rights 

“ with  the  utmost  rigour,  as  neither  a sense  of , ; or 

“ *.  will  prevent  further  interference. 

To  Dr.  Jobson,  " I am,  &c. 

14,  Kathbone  PJace.  « W.  P.  Lauder.” 

Knowing  Dr.  L.’s  character,  I suspected,  from  the  tenor  of 
this  letter,  that  he  Avas  blaming  Dr.  Thomson  unjustly,  and  that 
his  object  was  merely  to  make  me  advance  an  additional  1000/. 
in  place  of  the  300/.  which  it  had  been  fixed  I should  give 
him.  I,  however,  wrote  Dr.  Jobson,  that  if  Dr.  Thomson  had 
been  guilty  of  the  dishonourable  acts  attributed  to  him  by  Dr.L., 
.the  best  course  to  pursue  was  to  retain  the  money  which  was 
still  due  him.  The  following  is  Dr.  L.’s  answer  : — 

“ Unless  I hear  immediately  that  Dr.  Carnegy  means  to 
**  alter  the  conduct  he  proposes  towards  Dr. Thomson,  I shall  lay 
“ our  correspondence  on  the  subject  before  that  gentleman, 
“without  any  regard  to  his  feelings,  as  J must  injustice  to 
“ myself  disclaim  taking  any  share  in  a proceeding  so  discredit- 
“ able  as  that  intended  by  Dr.  Carnegy  j for  it  does  not  follow 
“ that  because  we  have  not  been  treated  with  good  faith,  that 
“ we  are  to  act  dishonorably  in  return.  Until  therefore,  Dr.  Car- 
“ negy  has  fulfilled  his  engagement  with  Dr.  Thomspn,  it  is  my 
“ determination  to  withold  from  him  all  dividends  due  that  may 
“ fall  to  his  share.” — Letter  from  Dr,  L,  to  Dr.  Jobson,  1 9th 
May,  1827. 

I need  scarce  say,  that  if  I had  previously  intended  to  advance 
Dr.  L.  the  money  which  he  wished,  this  letter  would  have^  pre- 
vented me  from  doing  it.  As  to  laying  my  letters  before.  Dr. 
Thomson,  I desired  Dr.  Jobson  to  say,  Dr.  L.  was  extremely 
welcome  to  do  it  5 but  to  enable  that  gentleman  to  discover 

whether  Dr.  L.  or  I had  calumniated  him,  I should  also  send 

' / ; 

him  copies  of  Dr.  L.’s  letters.  In  reply  to  that,  Dr,  L-  offered, 
if  I would  pay  the  additional  1000/.,  to  allow  arbiters  to  fix  the 
amount  of  the  annuity  he  should  pay  me,  and  added,  “ with 
“ respect  to  Dr.  Carnegy  or  myself  calumniating  Dr.  Thomson, 
“ I am  not  aware  of  the  circumstance  ; and  Dr.  C.  has  com- 
“ pletely  misunderstood  my  meaning  in  laying  the  coryespon- 

* Dr.  E.’s  expressions  are  omitted  for' olrvioiis' reasons.-  ‘ 


*'  (fence  before  that  gentleman.”*  Being  unable  by  coaxing  to 
induce  me  to  pay  the  1000/.,  Dr.  L.  then  addressed  Dr.  Jobson 
as"  follows  : 

91,  Sloane  Street,  29th  May,  1827. 

“ The  disgraceful  conduct  of  Dr.  Carnegy  has  already! 
“ injured  otlr  future  prospects  very  materially,  as  Dr.  Thomson 
“ has  made  free  use  of  our  names  in  defence  of  his  own  breach 
“ of  faith.  I have  no  desire  to  continue  at  warfare  with  Dr. 
“ Thomson,  but  I shall  prove  that  his  pretended  ignorance  of 
“ our  agreement  is  a mere  subterfuge.  An  excellent  oppor- 
“ tunity  now  presents  itself  to  subject  Dr.  Thomson  to  a penalty  X 
“ for  every  future  offence,  if  Dr.  Carnegy  will  redeem  his  honor , 
“ either  by  paying  the  money,  or  will  find  security  for  the 
“ future  payment  of  it,  at  a time  convenient  to  himself.  If  Dr. 
“ C.  does  not  immediately  fulfil  his  engagements  with  me  and 
“ Dr.  T.,  I shall  consider  hfe  has  forfeited  all  claim  as  a part- 
“ ner,  or  to  the  re-payment  of  his  money. 

“ Yours,  &c. 


“ W.  P.  Lauder.” 

As  I still  persisted  in  refusing  to  pay  the  money,  unless  I waS 
to  have  all  the  advantages  of  a partner,  Dr.  Lauder  on  the  4tll 
of  June  proposed  that  the  co-partnery  should  either  be  con- 
tinued, and  I should  advance  the  1000/.,  or  that  it  should  be 
held  to  have  terminated  on  the  1st  of  January,  1827,  and  that 
my  capital  should  be  refunded  to  me  in  six  months,  with  inte- 
rest from  that  day  but  on  my  asking  him,  as  he  had  kept  me 
so  long  out  of  my  rights,  to  fulfil  his  first  offer,  by  giving  me, 
before  I paid  the  money,  security  that  he  would  introduce  me 


to  the  practice,  he  made  it  a condition  to  his  giving  any  secu- 
rity,that  I should  comply  with  the  following  insulting  demand: 

“ •Bllt  as  I have  as  little  confidence  in  his  (Dr.  C.’s)  honour  as 
“ he  apparently  has  in  mine,  he  cannot  object  to  place  me  in  art 
“ equally  safe  situation  with  himself,  bynffording  me  good  secu- 
“ nty  thftt  n6t  onlY  the  money  due  by4 him  to  Dr.  Thomson 
“ shall  be  paid  upon  a certain  day,  but  that  he  shall  imme- 

Ldter  from  Dr.  L.  to  Dr.  Jobson, dated  24th  May,  1827. 

+ The  money  was  due  on  the  25th. 

. ■ " 1 ,1!  /x5l| 

• . r‘  *s  Pr«per  to  observe,  had,  prior  to  writin°-  this 

from*  Dr  °T  '-could  Sot  haveTecov^e  d InfpenX 

from  D,.  T.  even  if  he  had  been  guilty  of  the  alleged  oflences 
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“ diately  place  himself  in  such  a situation  as  to  enable  me  to 
perform  my  duty  of  introducing  him  to  the  practice,  and  like- 
wise that  he  shall,  by  his  personal  exertions  promote  to  the  ut- 
“ most  in  his  power  the  welfare  of  the  undertaking.”  Letter  to 
Dr.  Jobson , 9 th  June,  1827. 

I then  wrote  Dr.  Jobson  as  follows  : 

London,  11th  June, 1827. 

“ I have  just  looked  over  Dr.  Lauder’s  strange  letter  to 
“ you  of  the  9th,  in  answer  to  which  I do  not  feel  it  incumbent 
*\  on  me  to  say  a single  word.  Dr.  L.  in  his  fetter  to  you  of  the 
“ 4th  (which  you  are  aware  I did  not  see  till  the  8th)  proposed 
“ that  the  oo-partnery  should  be  held  to  have  terminated  on  the 
“ 1st  of  Jan.  last,  and  that  he  should  merely  refund  the  capital 
“ which  I have  embarked  in  the  business  in  six  months  hence, 
“ with  legal  interest  on  it  from  the  above  date.  Now,  notwith- 
“ standing  the  loss  I may  sustain  by  this  measure,  I have  finally 
“ resolved  rather  to  agree  to  it  than  to  continue  longer  my  very 
“ unpleasant,  and  to  say  the  least  of  it,  very  unprofitable  connec- 
“ tion  with  Dr.  Lauder.  I shall  therefore  take  it  kind  if  you  will, 
“ as  soon  as  convenient, make  known  to  him  that  I have  accepted 
“ his  offer,  that  he  may  be  prepared, without  delay,  to  grant  me  a 
“ sufficient  bill  for  my  money,  and,  that  as  little  time  as  possible 
“ may  be  lost  in  winding-up  the  affairs  of  the  concern.  On  these 
“ affairs  being  settled,  and  on  Dr.L.  granting  me  a proper  bill  for 
“ my  money,  and  making  such  an  arrangement  as  may  effectually 
“ secure  me  against  all  liability  for  share  of  premium  to  Dr.Thom- 
“ son,  and  for  expenses  which  may  have  been,  or  may  be,  in- 
“ curred  by  the  establishment  at  91,Sloane  Street,subsequent  to 
“ the  1st  of  January,  1827,  I hereby  bind  myself  to  relinquish 
“ all  claim  to  share  of  the  proceeds  of  his  practice  from  that 
“ date.  By  accepting  of  Dr.L.’s  offer,  I hold  myself  as  if  absolved 
“ from  the  date  specified  from  all  obligation  imposed  on  me, 
“ either  through  the  contract  to  which  Drs.  Thomson,  Lauder, 
“ and  myself  are  partfel,  or  that  between  the  latter  gentleman 
‘.‘and  me.  “ Yours,  &c. 

“ Robt.  Carnecy.” 

Dr.  Lauder  now  alleged  I had  misi  nterpreted  his  offer  j and 
having  refused  to  allow  me  any  part  of  the  profits  due  me  from 
the  practice,  previous  to  the  day  which  he  had  fixed  that  the  co- 
partnery should  be  held  to  have  ceased,  he  added,  “ If,  there- 
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“ fore,  Dr.  Carnegy  chooses  to  accept  of  these  terms,  on  which 
“ alone  I will  permit  him  to  withdraw  from  the  concern,  I will 
“grant  him  my  personal  bill  for  the  repayment  of  his  1000/.,  but 
“ I will  neither  lay  myself  underany  obligation  to  another  to  join 
“ me  in  that  bill,  nor  shall  I advance  him  another  shilling  from  the 
“ proceeds  of  the  business  until  such  time  as  he  becomes  entitled 
“ to  his  share,  which  now  he  is  not,  but  on  the  contrary  has  sub- 
“ jected  himself  to  a penalty  of  4000/." — Dr.  Lauder  to  Dr. 
Jobson,  \9>th  June , 1827. 

I positively  refused  to  take  Dr.  Lauder’s  personal  note  ; and, 
after  a great  deal  of  correspondence,  in  which  I urged  him  to 
fulfil  liis  offer,  while  he  insisted  I should  pay  the  additional 
1000/.  to  Dr.Thomson,  before  he  would  permit  me  to  withdraw 
from  the  co-partnery,  it  was  at  last  agreed  we  should  enter  into 
a submission,  and  allow  arbitrators  to  fix  the  terms  on  which 
the  co-partnery  ought  to  be  dissolved.  Dr.  Lauder  then  pro- 
posed in  a letter  to  Dr.  Jobson,  dated  16th  July,  1827,  that  we 
should  appoint  the  arbitrators  named  in  our  contract  of  co-part- 
nery ; and  in  a letter  to  the  same  gentleman,  dated  the  20th, 
he  further  suggested  that  a solicitor  should  be  employed  to  draw 
out  the  submission,  both  of  which  I readily  acceded  to,  and  now 
considered  every  thing  settled ; but  in  a few  days  I received 
the  subjoined  note 

“ Does  Dr.  Carnegy  expect  Dr.  Lauder  to  make  any  sacri- 
“ fice  in  allowing  him  to  withdraw  from  the  concern  ? If  so.  Dr. 
“ Lauder  declines  to  submit  to  arbitration  further  than  regards 
“ his  offer  of  the  4th  of  June. 

“ W.  P.  Lauder." 

London, 25th  July,  1827. 

f >' '»  •*-  ’ »•  . \V\  \ 

» • . r » * ^ 

I was  quite  unable  to  understand  the  meaning  of  this  note, 
and  requested  Dr.  Jobson  to  ask  Dr.  L.  if  he  declined  an  arbi- 
tration: to  which  he  replied,— “ Lest  Dr.  Carnegy  should  deceive 

himself  by  supposing  that  I don’t  mean  to  submit  the  terms  of 
“ the  dissolution  of  the  co-partnery  to  arbitration,  I beg  to  state 
“ I am  as  anxious  as  ever  that  the  measure  should  be  carried  into 
“ effect  with  a«  KMe  delay  as  possible.  Dr.  C.  must  have  com- 
pletely misunderstood  the  meaning  of  your  note  taken  down  from 
“ my  diction.” — Dr.  Lauder  to  Dr.  Jobson,  26th  July,  1827. 

I had  no  further  correspondence  either  directly  with  Dr.  Lau- 
der or  through  Dr.  Jobson,  till  I received  the  following  note;— 
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First  Dr.  Lauder  by  allowing  Dr.  Carnegy  to  withdraw 
" from  the  concern  is  determined  not  to  place  himself  in  a worse 
situation  than  if  he  had  originally  been  the  purchaser  of  Dr. 
“ Thomson’s  practice. 

“ Secondly — Notwithstanding  the  above  determination,  for  the 
“ sake  of  bringing  this  unfortunate  business  to  an  end,  Dr.  Lau- 
“ der  will  still  abide  by  the  offer  he  made  Dr.  Carnegy,  dated  4th 
“ June,  1827,  of  which  offer  Dp.  C.  in  his  letter  of  the  1 1th  June 
“ states  he  will  accept,  although  not  in  the  sense  in  which  that 
“ °ffer  was  made  by  Dr.  L.  The  difference  between  Dr.  L.’s  of- 
‘‘  fer  and  Dr.  C.’s  demand  is  the  difference  between  what  he  has 
“ already  received,  and  what  he  would  have  been  entitled  to  for 
“ the  eighteen  months  had  he  completed  his  engagement. 

“ London,  29tb  July,  1827.”  “ W.  P.  Lauder.” 

I again  requested  Dr.  Jobson  to  ask  Dr.  Lauder  if  he  declined 
an  arbitration.  The  subjoined  is  Dr.  Lauder’s  answer. 

91,  Sloane  Street,  31st  July,  1827. 

“ 1 have  this  morning  been  favoured  with  yours,  enclos- 
“ ing  a letter  to  you  from  Dr.  Carnegy,  most  creditable  to  that 
“ individual.  Have  the  goodness  to  inform  Dr.  Carnegy  that 
“ his  infamous  conduct  has  determined  me  to  pursue  a different 
“ course,  and  that  I will  not  permit  him  to  withdraw  until  such 
“ time  as  he  becomes  entitled  to  treat  with  me  as  an  honest  man 
“ and  a partner,  neither  of  which  I consider  him  until  he  pays 
“ his  just  debt  to  Dr.  Thomson.  All  future  communications 
“ from  Dr.  Carnegy  will  not  be  attended  to  by  me  unless  he 
“ previously  completes  his  engagements. 


“I  am,  &c. 

“ To  Dr.  Jobson , “ W.  P.  Lauder.” 

“ 28,  King  Street,  Holborn.” 

4 • / ' > J *t  ' ' . . 

I now  made  £he  following  offer  to  Dr.  Lauder  through  Dr. 
Jobson. 

. ■ , . . : . . - . . .1  i I \ 1 ; 1 . t I 

London,  4th  August,  1827. 

“ I now  beg,  through  you,  to  inform  Dr.  Lauder,  that  as  he 
“ refuses  to  complete  his  engagement  of  referring  the  question 
“ of  the  terms  of  the  dissolution  of  the  co-partnery  to  arbitration 
“ till  I have  paid  another  1 000/.  into  the  concern,  I am  willing 
to  be  guided  in  that  entirely  by  the  opinion  of  the  arbiters  of 
“ oiir  contract  of  co-partnery,  and  I hereby  bind  myself  to  pay 
“ the  money  if  they  say  I ought  to  do  it.” — Letter  from  R.C.  to 
Dr.  Jobson. 
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Dr.  Ladder  being  well  aware  his  demand  was  so  unjust  and 
unreasonable,  that  it  would  never  be  listened  to  by  any  man  of 
common  sense,  was  obliged  to  give  it  up,  and  again  agreed  to 
proceed  with  the  arbitration  : but  no  sooner  had  he  done  so,  than 
he  wrote  letters  to  the  arbitrators  calumniating  my  character  in 
the  most  disgraceful  manner  j and  because,  in  consequence  of 
that  unjustifiable  proceeding,  I addressed  a letter  to  one  of  these 
gentlemen,  requesting  him  to  suspend  his  opinion  till  the  cor- 
respondence was  laid  before  him,  Dr.  L.  again  refused  to  enter 
into  a submission,  and  alleged  I had  endeavoured  to  bias  the  nr- 
biters  against  him. 

Tired  and  disgusted  with  Dr.  L.’s  conduct,  and  feeling  con- 
vinced he  would  never  agree  to  an  arbitration,  I now  determined 
on  asking  the  arbitrators  of  our  contract  of  co-partnery  to  give 
their  opinion  on  his  conduct,  and  for  that  purpose  forwarded  to 
them  the  different  letters  in  my  possession.  As  Dr.  L.  found 
he  could  not  prevent  me  from  taking  that  step,  he  addressed  a 
memorial  to  these  gentlemen,  in  which,  after  stating  that  he  had 
retained  very  little  of  the  practice,  that  Dr.  Thomson  had  be- 
haved very  ill  to  him  in  continuing  to  attend  many  families  in 
the  neighbourhood*  and  that,- in  his  opinion,  they  ought,  in  esti- 
mating what  I should  get  for  my  share  of  the  business,  not  to 
consider  what  I had  paid  for  it,  but  merely  what  it  was  then 
worth,  he  thought  fit  rather  than  allow  them  to  exercise  their 
judgment  in  fixing  the  sum  to  which  I was  entitled,  to  add — 
“ Notwithstanding,  for  the  sake  of  putting  an  end  to  this  un- 
“ pleasant  state  of  matters,  I have  still  no  objection  to  abide 
" strictly  by  my  offer  df  the  4 th  of  June,  though  not  in  the  sense 
“ in  which  Dr.Carnegy  chooses  to  construe  that  offer,  as  such  a 
“ construction  would  be  very  hard  on  me  j but  even  the  difference 
“ of  opinion  which  exists  between  us  on  that  score  I do  not  ob- 
“ ject  to  submit  to  your  decision, being  convinced  you  will  do  no- 
“ thing  but  what  is  right  between  man  and  man.”  Dr.  L.  con- 
cluded his  memorial  by  restricting  the  arbiters  to  the  decision  of 
the  above  point,  and  by  offering  to  allow  me  to  sell  my  share  of 
the  practice  to  any  gentleman  of  respectability  j and  he  affixed 
to  it  the  subjoined  statement. 

Gioss  amount  of  practice  for  the  most  productive  six  months 
“ of  the  year,  from  the  1st  January  to  the  30th  of  June  1826, 
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compared  with  the  gross  amount  for  the  six  months,  1st  of 
“ January  to  30th  June  1827,  as  ascertained  by  Dr.  Jobson  upon 
“ examination  of  the  books  of  the  firm. 


I have  never  heard  of  a medical  practice  falling  off  so  much 
as  two  thirds  in  so  short  a period  as  six  months,  but  if  Dr.  Lau- 
der had, either  through  misconduct  or  ignorance,  lost  his  business, 
it  was  surely  most  unjust  in  him  to  wish  that  I should  be  a 
loser  on  that  account.  As  to  selling  my  share  of  the  business, 
he  knew  well,  that  even  if  lie  had  not  ruined  it,  that  was  impos- 
sible ; for  no  one  would  have  purchased  a practice  from  me  of 
which  I was  not  myself  in  possession,  nor  have  joined  Dr.  Lau- 
der without  making  strict  enquiries  as  to  his  character,  and  my 
reasons  for  wishing  to  get  rid  of  him.  I have  lately  learnt  that 
Dr.  L.  (being  I presume  aware  that  no  medical  man  would  join 
him)  previous  to  making  the  above  offer,  endeavoured  to  per- 
suade a gentleman  (not  of  that  profession)  to  advance  2000/.; 
and  become  a sleeping  partner  in  his  business.  Query.  Was 
Dr.  L.  at  that  time  solvent,  or  was  the  whole  of  his  practice 
worth  the  half  of  the  sum  which  he  wished  his  relation  to 
advance  ? 

When  the  different  documents  were  laid  before  the  arbitrators, 
they,  conceiving  it  was  desirable  that  the  co-partnery  should  be 
put  an  end  to  on  any  terms,  availed  themselves  of  Dr.  Lauder’s 
offer,  and  pronounced  a decreee,  of  which  I subjoin  the  sub- 
stance. 

“ First,  that  in  a letter,  dated  the  4th  of  June  last,  addressed 

by  the  said  WilliamPreston  Lauder  to  the  said  Dr.  Jobson,  he 
“ puts  the  following  question.  Will  Dr.  Carnegy  simply  with- 
“ draw  from  the  concern  upon  his  money  being  paid  back  to 
“ him  ?”  and  adds,  “ in  the  event  of  Dr.  Carnegy  agreeing  to  the 
“ latter  proposition,  I will  refund  all  the  capital  he  has  advanced 
“ in  six  months  after  an  arrangment  has  been  completed,  and 
*«  will  pay  him  interest  on  the  same  from  the  1st  January,  1827, 
“ at  the  legal  rate,  after  which  time  he  will  have  it  in  his  power 
“ to  purchase  another  practice.”  That  in  a letter,  dated  11th 
of  June,  1827,  addressed  by  the  said  Robert  Carnegy  to  the 
said  Dr.  Jobson,  in  answer  to  the  letter  before  narrated,  he 
says,  “ I shall  therefore  take  it  kind  if  you  will,  as  soon  as  con- 


“ For  the  6 months 
in  1826 


| £1507.” 


“ For  the  6 months 
in  1827 
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*«  venient,  make  known  to  him  that  I have  accepted  of  hie  offer, 
k tjiat  he  may  be  prepared,  without  delay,  to  grant  me  a euf- 
“ ficient  bill  for  my  money,  and  that  as  little  time  as  possible 
“ may  be  lost  in  winding  up  the  affairs  of  the  concern. 

“ Secondly,  That,  therefore,  the  offer  by  the  said  W.  P*  Lau- 
«<  der,  before  narrated,  was  accepted  of,  and  that  the  said  R. 
“ Carnegy  was,  as  at  the  1st  of  January,  1827,  at  liberty  to  pur- 
“ chase  another  practice  for  himself. 

“ Thirdly,  That,  consequently,  the  said  Robert  Carnegy 
“ ceased  to  be  a partner  of  the  firm  of  Lauder  and  Carnegy  on 
“ the  1st  of  January,  1827,  and  is  entitled  to  be  released  by 
“ the  said  W.  Preston  Lauder  of  all  debts  and  obligations  con- 
“ tracted  or  come  under  by  the  said  firm  subsequent  to  that 
“ date,  and  to  be  relieved  by  the  said  W.  P.  Lauder  of  any  obli- 
*c  gat  ion  to  Dr.  Anthony  Todd  Thomson  for  payment  of  any  part 
“ of  the  premium  still  to  be  paid  by  the  said  firm  to  him,  as 
“ mentioned  in  the  contract  of  co-partnery. 

4<  Fourthly,  That  the  said  R.  Carnegy  having  continued  to  be 
“ a partner  of  the  said  firm  of  Lauder  and  Carnegy  up  to  the  1st 
“ of  January,  1827,  is  consequently  entitled  to  his  share  of  the 
f*  profits  of  the  said  firm  up  to  that  date.  We,  the  said  arbi- 
“ ters,  therefore  decree  and  ordain  the  said  W.  P.  Lauder  to 
“ make  payment  and  satisfaction  to  the  said  Robert  Carnegy  of 
“ his  share  of  the  practice  previous  to  the  1st  of  January,  1827, 
“ as  the  same  shall  be  ascertained  by  the  books  of  the  said  firm  ; 
“ and  on  the  said  share  of  profits  being  paid  to  the  said  R.  Car- 
“ negy,  and  bill  granted  to  him  by  the  said  W.  P.  Lauder  for  his 
- capital  advanced,  we  appoint  the  parties  to  execute  mutual 
“ discharges,  &c.” 

Five  or  six  weeks  after  the  arbitrators  had  given  the  above 
decree,  I requested  Dr.  Jobson  to  ask  Dr.  Lauder  to  procure  me 
a sufficient  bill  for  my  money,  and  relieve  me  of  the  obligation  to 
Dr.  Thomson  j in  answer  to  which  application  Dr.  Lauder  sent 
me  a small  sum  of  money  as  dividends  due  me  from  the  practice, 
undei  the  decree  arbitral ; but  he  positively  refused  either  to  ask 
any  one  to  join  him  in  a bill  to  me,  or  to  relieve  me  of  the  ob- 
ligation to  Dr.  Thomson.  The  arbitrators,  he  said,  had  merely 
decreed  he  should  give  me  a bill,  which,  according  to  him, 
meant  his  personal  note,  and  he  alleged  that  it  was  quite  unne- 
cessary that  he  should  give  me  any  security,  or  relieve  me  of  the 
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above  mentioned  obligation,  as  I bad  a claim  oh  the  practice  till 
my  money  was  paid,  and  he  would  take  care,  he  said,  that  Dr. 
Thomson  should  not  come  against  me  for  the  premium  still  due 
to  him.  I need  scarcely  say,  that  if  I had  been  disposed  to  take 
Dr.  L.’s  personal  note,  this  despicable  quibbling,  in  asserting 
that  because  the  arbitrators  had  not  repeated  the  word  sufficient, 
they  meant  he  should  merely  grant  me  his  personal  bill 3 and  his 
attempt  to  impose  on  me,  and  make  me  believe  I would  have  a 
claim  against  the  business  till  my  money  was  paid,  would  have 
made  me  reject  it  ; I therefore  desired  Dr.  Jobson  to  inform  Dr. 
Lauder  that  I would  not  receive  any  money  due  under  the  de- 
cree arbitral,  nor  act  upon  it  in  any  way  until  he  had  procured 
me  a sufficient  bill  for  my  money,  and  relieved  me  of  the  obli- 
gation to  Dr.  Thomson.  But  as  he  persisted  in  refusing  to  do 
either,  I was  at  a loss  how  I ought  to  proceed.  The  decree  was, 
as  far  as  I knew,  perfectly  formal,  and  it  was  clearly  binding 
on  Dr.  Lauder  3 but  then  he  had  given  no  security*  for  imple- 
menting it,  and  if  I attempted  to  enforce  it,  I suspected  I should 
render  it  also  binding  on  myself,  and  thus  become  merely  a cre- 
ditor against  him  for  the  sum  awarded  me,  which  I suspected 
was  just  what  he  wished.  I therefore  addressed  a lettef  to  the 
arbitrators, t in  which,  after  stating  that  as  they  had  acted 
without  my  consent  or  concurrence  their  decree  could  not  be 
binding  on  me,  I submitted  that  the  co-partnery  should  be  held 
to  have  terminated  on  the  1st  January,  18*27,  as  Dr.  L.  had 
proposed,  and  that  I should  get  100/.  as  compensation  for 
losses  I had  sustained  in  consequence  of  his  not  fulfilling  his  of- 
fer 5 but,  to  oblige  him  to  grant  me  a sufficient  bill  for  my  mo- 
ney,! further  specified  that  he  should  enter  into  a bond,  binding 
himself,  if  he  failed  to  procure  me  proper  bills  in  a given  time, 
that  he  should  allow  me  half  of  the  profits  of  the  practice  till 
the  end  of  the  co-partuery,  and  that  without  my  being  required 
to  advance  more  money  than  I had  paid.  It  is  scarcely  neces- 
sary for  me  to  say  I did  not  expect  Dr.  Lauder  to  give  me  the 
100/.  which  I asked  3 indeed  I did  not  believe  he  had  the 

* It  is  evident  that  Dr.  Lauder’s  principal  reason  for  declining  to  enter 
into  a regular  submission  was,  that  he  would  have  been  required  to  give  se- 
curity for  paying  me  whatever  sum  had  been- awarded  me  by  the  arbitra- 
tors, which  he  had  neither  the  means  nor  intention  to  do. 

+ Dated  31st  October,  1827. 
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•means  of  doing  it,  and  would  have  been  very  happy  to  have 
taken  even  less  than  he  had  offered  me ; but  I fully  expected 
that  the  arbitrators  would  have  interfered,  and  made  him  give 
me  a sufficient  bill  for  my  money.  In  that  I was  disappointed. 
Dr.  Lauder  wrote  letters  to  Dr.  Jobson  and  my  brother,  in*which 
lie  declared  he  was  resolved  to  fulfil  the  decree  arbitral,  but  he 
never  even  hinted  that  he  would  relieve  me  of  the  obligation  to 
Dr.  Thomson,  far  less  procure  me  a good  bill  for  my  money  y 
and  I soon  afterwards  learnt  that  he  had  so  imposed  on  one  of 
the  arbitrators  (Dr.  Moncrieff,  of  Edinburgh),  and  made  that 
gentleman  believe  I had  acted  so  extremely  improperly  in 
refusing  to  take  his  personal  bill,  that  he  had  made  him  form  the 
extraordinary  determination  of  declining  to  perform  the  duties 
which  he  had  undertaken  as  arbiter  of  the  contract  -of  co-part- 
nery.  I then  wrote  Dr.  Jobson  a letter,  dated  15th  November, 
1827,  in  which  I assigned  my  reasons  for  refusing  to  take  Dr. 
L.’s  personal  note,  and  offered,  if  he  would  procure  me  a suffi- 
cient bill,  not  only  to  adhere  to  the  decree  arbitral,  but  to  sacri- 
fice a per  centage  on  the  interest  of  my  money. 

In  reply  to  that  offer  Dr.  Lauder,  in  a letter  also  to  Dr.  Job- 
son,  dated  the  20th,  declined  receiving  any  further  proposals 
from  me,  and  referred  me  to  a letter  which  he  had  written  to 
that  gentleman,  on  the  16th,  before  he  received  mine  of  the 
15th,  and  in  which  he  stated,  that  in  consequence  of  the  advice 
of  a friend  (meaning,  I have  understood,  his  father),  he  had 
come  to  the  determination  not  to  agree  to  “ any  arbitration  or 
compromise”  till  I had  paid  the  additional  1000/.  to  Dr.  Thom- 
son. It  is  clear  Dr.  Lauder  took  advantage  of  the  circumstance 
of  Dr.  Moncrieff  having  resolved  not  to  act  as  an  arbitrator,  to 
renew  this  most  extraordinary  demand,  and  a more  barefaced  at- 
tempt to  extort  money  cannot  certainly  be  conceived. 

As  Dr.  Lauder  would  not  agree  to  a dissolution  of  the  co- 
partnery, I now  desiredDr.  Jobson  to  inform  him,  that  if  he  did 
not  send  me  the  money  due  me  from  the  practice,  and  permit  me 
to  examine  the  books  of  the  firm  and  discharged  accounts  for  the 
expenses  of  the  business,  I would  adopt  measures  to  compel  him 
to  do  it.  The  subjoined  is  a letter  which  he  addressed  me  on 
that  occasion. 
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“ SlR»  91,  Sloane  Street,  23d  Nov.  1827. 

“ That  there  may  be  no  cause  for  delay  on  your  part  in 
“ taking  those  sage  measures  against  mo  which  you  threaten  in 
“ your  letter  to  Dr.  Jobson,  of  the  20th  instant,  I now  advise 
“ you  that  I mean  to  adhere  strictly  to  the  terms  of  my  letter 
“ of  the  16th.  I have  likewise  much  pleasure  in  assuring  you 
**  that  I am  fully  prepared  to  meet  you  in  any  court  of  law  in 
“ the  kingdom. 

“ To  Dr.  Carnegy , “ I am,  &c. 

¥ 43,  Southampton  Building*.”  “ \V.  P.  Lauder.’' 

The  above  letter  is  certainly  a refusal  to  comply  with  my  re- 
quest 3 but,  as  it  appeared  to  be  rather  an  evasive  epistle,  I de- 
termined to  make  Dr.  Lauder  say  decidedly  whether  he  refused 
to  introduce  me  to  the  practice  and  allow  me  the  other  privileges 
of  a partner  j and,  after  repeating  the  question  several  times, 
he  at  last  sent  me  the  following  letter. 

“ SlB,  “ 91,  Sloane  Street,  28th  Nov.  1827. 

**  Until  such  time  as  you  afford  proof  of  your  having 
“ discharged  your  obligation  to  Dr.  Thomson,  in  a fair  and 
“ satisfactory  manner,  by  producing  his  receipt  for  the  1000L 
“ still  due  by  yon  to  that  gentleman,  and  thereby  entitle  yoht- 
“ self  to  the  privileges  of  a partner,  any  further  communi- 
“ cation  from  you  on  the  subject  will  not  be  attended  to  by  me. 

“ To  Dr.  Carnegy.  “ I am,  &c. 

“ W.  P.  Lauder.” 

I had  long  felt  convinced  Dr.  Lauder  would  never  introduce  me 
to  the  practice  ; but  the  circumstance  of  his  refusing  to  allow  me 
to  examine  the  books  of  the  concern,  or  to  see  the  discharged 
bills  for  expenses  incurred,  made  me  dread  he  was  acting  even 
more  improperly  towards  me  than  I had  suspected.*  I have  since 
discovered  that  he  was  at  the  time  not  only  carrying  on  the 
business  in  his  own  name,  and  appropriating  the  whole  of  the 
proceeds  of  it  (my  share,  as  well  as  what  ought  to  have  been 
applied  to  the  payment  of  expenses)!  to  his  own  use,  but  had 
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* I need  scarce  say  I was  entitled  to  be  introduced  to  the  practice,  and 
bad  an  undoubted  right  to  examine  the  books,  from  the  day  on  which  the 
co-partnery  with  Dr.  Thomson  commenced ; viz.  the  1st  July,  1825. 

+ By  the  deed  of  co-partnery  it  was  stipulated,  that  the  expenses  of 
the  business  should  be  paid  quarterly,  previous  to  either  partner  applying 
any  part  of  the. proceeds  of  it  to  his  own  use. 
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actually  assigned  over  to  Dr.  Thomson  accounts  belonging  to 
the  firm  (but  made  out  in  his  own  name)  to  the  amount  of  400/. 
in  part  payment  of  (I  have  understood)  800/.  which,  notwith- 
standing all  the  noise  he  had  made  about  my  not  paying  the 
additional  1000/.  to  that  gentleman,  for  a practice  which  he  had 
retained  to  himself,  he  was  still  due  him.  In  fact,  it  is  evident 
that  Dr.  Lauder  must  ere  then  have  been  insolvent,  and  that  he 
had  only  been  able  to  avoid  bankruptcy  by  keeping  me  in  igno- 
rance of  the  state  of  affairs,  and  appropriating  to  his  own  nse 
property  which  did  not  belong  to  him.  If  auy  further  proo 
were  wanting  to  support  my  assertion,  than  the  circumstances 
above  stated,  I might  mention  that  so  hard  was  he  pressed  for 
money,  that  he  even  took  payment  of  the  accounts  which  he  had 
assigned  to  Dr.  Thomson,  and,  that  on  that  gentleman  (who  has 
never  been  able  to  recover  a shilling  of  any  of  the  debts  assigned 
to  him)  asking  some  of  the  families  to  settle  their  bills,  he  was 
surprised  to  find  they  had  been  previously  paid  to  Dr.  Lauder. 

Dr.  Lauder  being  then  insolvent,  and  aware  that  he  would  be 
obliged  to  have  recourse  to  bankruptcy,  it  is  clear  he  could 
have  no  object  to  serve  in  attempting  to  compel  me  to  pay  the 
1000/.  to  Dr.  Thomson,  except  to  induce  that  gentleman  the 
more  readily  to  grant  his  discharge.  He  knew  that,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  pecuniary  loss*  which  I had  met  with,  I was  my- 
self Unable  to  pay  the  money,  and,  not  content  with  depriving 
me  of  every  shilling  which  I had,  and  ruining  my  prospects  in 
life,  he  wished,  before  he  became  bankrupt,  for  the  purpose  of 
forwarding  his  own  views,  to  dispossess  my  relations  of  the  1000/. 

From  Dr.  Lauder’s  letter  of  the  28th  of  November  I con- 
cluded our  correspondence  had  ceased,  and  therefore  returned 
the  next  letter  which  he  addressed  to  me  unopened  ; he  then 
communicated  the  contents  of  it  to  Dr.  Jobson.  In  that  epistle 
he  informed  me  I had  been  guilty  of  a gross  breach  of  contract, 
in  not  paying  the  additional  1000/.  to  Dr.  Thomson,  and  coming 
forward  to  be  introduced  to  the  practice  j and  stated  that,  if  I 
did  not  forthwith  pay  the  money,  and  by  my  personal  exertions 
promote  the  welfare  of  the  concern,  he  would  consider  himself 

* “ On  the  9th  current  I wa9  favoured  with  your  letter,  dated  the  3rd, 
“ by  which  I am  sorry  to  learn  that  you  have  suffered  so  much  by  being 
“ defrauded  of  a great  part  of  your  property.” — Letter  from  Dr,  Lauder 
to  R,  C,  dated  25 th  Feb.  1826. 
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entitled  to  damages  from  me  ; but  on  my  stating  that  I had  long 
been  anxious  to  be  introduced  to  the  practice,  and  requesting 
him  to  give  me  security  that  he  would  perform  that  duty  to  me 
in  a proper  manner,  he  evaded  the  question,  and  insisted  I must, 
before  he  would  do  any  thing,  pay  the  money  to  Dr.  Thomson. 

I then  addressed  several  letters  to  Dr.  Jobson,  calling  on  Dr. 
Lauder,  as  he  had,  by  representing  that  he  was  to  tahe  the 
whole  business  on  himself,  when  he  knew  he  had  not  the 
means  of  doing  it,  kept  me  out  of  my  right  so  long,  to  find  se- 
curity, before  I paid  the  money,  that  he  would  introduce  me  in  a 
proper  manner  to  the  patients  j which  he  refused  to  do. 

I next  asked  him,  in  a letter  to  Dr.  Jobson,  dated  25th  Dec., 
to  introduce  me  to  the  practice,  without  insisting  on  security  j 
but  that  also  he  refused  to  do  till  I had  paid  the  1000/.  to  Dr. 
Thomson. 

Lastly,  I wrote  Dr.  Jobson  another  letter,  dated  26th,  in* 
sisting  that  Dr.  Lauder  should  say  decidedly  whether  he  ob- 
jected to  begin  my  introduction  on  a day  which  I named.  In 
answer  to  that  letter  Dr.  Lauder  sent  two  epistles  to  Dr.  Jobson, 
agreeing  to  begin  my  introduction  on  the  day  which  I had  speci- 
fied, but  stating  I must  first  make  some  arrangement  with  Dr. 
Thomson  for  the  payment  of  the  debt  due  him.  1 knew  well  that 
Dr.  Lauder  could  not,  even  if  he  had  been  inclined,  have  intro- 
duced me  to  the  practice,  and  felt  confident  he  merely  wished 
me  to  make  proposals  to  Dr.  Thomson  that  he  might  thereby 
be  enabled  to  get  me  arrested,  and  thus  compel  my  relations 
to  pay  the  money  of  which  he  had  made  so  many  attempts  to 
dispossess  me. 

What  occurred  when  I afterwards  made  such  proposals,  and 
the  following  answer  which  he  returned  to  my  letter  requesting 
him  to  find  security  for  performing  his  duty  to  me  properly, 
proved  beyond  doubt  that  I judged  correctly  of  his  intentions. 

“ 91,  Sloane  Street,  31st  Dec.  1827. 

“ Dr.  Carnegy’s  letter  of  the  29th  is  now  before  me,  as 
“ his  infamous  conduct  can  never  answer  the  purpose  he  ex* 
“ pects,  I seriously  advise  him  to  declare  the  truth  for  once, 
“ without  further  shuffling,  and  thereby  acknowledge  that  now 
“ he  neither  is,  or  ever  was,  possessed  of  the  means,  the  power, 
“ or  the  honesty,  to  complete  those  obligations  he  came  under  by 
“our  contract  of  co-partnery.” — Letter  from  Dr.  L.  to  Dr. 
Jobson. 
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To  this  elegant  and  most  gentlemanlike  effusion  I replied 
that,  much  as  I felt  myself  degraded  by  being  in  partnership 
with  a man  of  Dr.  Lauder’s  character,  I was  not  aware  that  the 
circumstance  entitled  any  one,  far  less  him,  to  impeach  my 
honour  or  veracity  3 and  I proposed  that  he  should,  before  I 
made  any  arrangement  with  Dr.  Thomson,  either  give  me  secu- 
rity that  he  would  introduce  me  to  the  practice,  or  refer  it  to 
Dr.  Jobson  to  say  whether,  after  having  behaved  to  me  in  the 
way  in  which  he  had  done,  and  applied  to  me  such  language  as 
he  had  thought  fit  to  indulge  in,  it  were  possible  for  him  to  per- 
form that  duty  to  me  in  a proper  manner.  Dr.  Lauder  refused  to 
listen  to  either  of  these  proposals,  and  declined  further  corres- 
pondence. 

I then  requested  Dr.  Jobson  to  make  him  the  following  offer : 

“ 28,  King  Street,  8th  January,  1828. 

“ At  the  request  of  Dr.  Carnegy  I now  address  you, 
“ and  as  what  I am  about  to  communicate  has  for  its  object  a 
“ final  arrangement,  1 feel  less  hesitation  than  I otherwise 
“ should  in  breaking  through  your  injunction,  not  to  forward 
“ any  thing  relating  to  the  question  at  issue  between  you  and 
“ that  gentleman.  In  the  first  place.  Dr.  Carnegy  says  he  is 
“ willing  to  satisfy  Dr.  Thomson,  provided  you  will  either  find 
“ security  to  introduce  him,  in  a fair  and  satisfactory  manner, 
“ to  the  practice ; or  will  find  any  honest  man  who  will  say  it 
“ is  possible  for  you  to  perform  that  duty,  considering  the 
“ terms  the  parties  are  on.  Again,  Dr.  Carnegy  has  no  obj.ec- 
“ tion  to  dispense  with  an  introduction,  on  condition  of  your 
“ entering  into  a new  bond  of  co-partnery,  binding  yourself 
“ under  a specified  penalty  to  pay  his  (Dr.  C.’s)  share  of  the 
“ dividends  regularly,  and  to  keep  the  books  at  all  times  open 
“ for  his  inspection.” — Letter  from  Dr.  Jobson  to  Dr.  Lauder. 

I subjoin  Dr.  L.’s  answer. 

“ 91,  Sloane  Street,  9th  Jan.  1887. 

I am  favoured  with  your  letter  of  yesterday,  and  feel 
obliged  for  the  trouble  you  have  taken,  I beg,  however,  to 
state  in  clear  and  distinct  terms  my  determination  not  to  listen 
“ to  any  proposal  from  Dr.  Carnegy  until  such  time  as  he  has 
*'  fulfilled  his  bond,  and  relieved  me  of  the  obligation  I am 
under  to  Dr-  Thomson  on  his  account,  either  by  the  payment 
“ of  the  lOOOf.  due  by  him  to  that  gentleman,  or  by  affording 
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him  such  other  security  as  Dr.  T.  shall  approve.  In  conclu- 
sion, I have  to  request  the  favour  of  your  not  forwarding  to 

me  any  further  communication  from  Dr.  Carnegy,  whether 
“ dictated  by  him,  or  in  his  hand-writing,  as  such  will  not  be 
“ received  by  me  until  I am  satisfied  of  his  having  settled  with 
“ Dr.  Thomson. 

To  Dr.  Jobson.  I am,  &c. 

“ W.  P.  Lacder.’* 

On  the  28th  of  January  last,  I received  a letter  from  an  at- 
torney of  the  name  of  Peacock,  informing  me  he  had  instruc- 
tions from  Dr.  Lauder  to  file  a bill  in  chancery  against  me,  to 
compel  me  to  fulfil  the  articles  of  co-partnery  j but  proposing 
that  Dr.  L.  and  I should  rather  have  matters  settled  by  arbitra- 
tion. In  my  answer  to  that  letter,  I stated  I was  quite  willing 
to  enter  into  a submission,  if  Dr.  L.  would  find  security  for  im- 
plementing the  decree  of  the  arbiters,  and  agree  to  a dissolution 
of  the  co-partnery,  and  asked  Peacock  to  specify  the  articles  of 
the  deed  of  co-partnery  which  I had  refused  to  fulfil.  No 
answer  was  returned  either  to  my  offer  or  question ; but,  after 
a great  deal  of  shuffling.  Peacock  gave  me  to  understand,  in  a 
letter  dated  13th  of  February,  that  the  object  of  all  his  threats 
was  merely  to  make  me  pay  the  additional  1000/.  to  Dr.  Thorn- 
eon.  , . , . 

Before  I received  that  letter  I had,  in  consequence  of  an  offer 
which  I had  had  of  a situation,  proposed  to  Peacock  to  have  the 
co-partnery  dissolved,  on  the  same  terms  as  Dr.  Lauder  had  him- 
self offered  on  the  4th  of  June,  1827,  and  merely  asked  50/.  as 
a compensation  for  losses  which  I had  sustained,  in  consequence 
of  Dr.  L.  not  having  fulfilled  his  offer  at  the  time  he  made  it, 
I received  no  direct  reply  to  that  letter  from  Peacock,  but  Dr. 
Lauder  on  the  occasion  wrote  the  following  very  gentleman- 
like epistle  to  Dr.  Jobson : 

“ 91,  Sloane  Street,  15th  Feb.  1828. 

“ Enclosed  you  will  receive  copies  of  the  correspondence 
*■*  not  yet  in  your  possession.  The  last  letter  from  Dr.  Carnegy 
“ is  one  of  matchless  effrontery  and  knavery,  and  must 
“ have  been  written  previous  to  the  author’s  visit  to  you  last 
“ night,  and  in  consequence  of  Mr.  Peacock’s  letter  to  him, 
“ which  he  denied  having  received.  Until,  therefore,  Mr.  Pea- 
“ cock  receives  a direct  reply  to  his  last,  no  answer  will  be 
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(i  given  to  Dr.  Carnegy's  epistle  of  the  14th.  Dr.  Carnegy 
“ must  first  implement  his  engagements  with  me  before  lie 
“ attempts  to  speculate  with  others. 

To  Dr.  Jobson.  “ Yours,  &c. 

King  Street.  “ W.  P.  Lauder.” 

It  is  unnecessary  to  say  much  of  this  contemptible  epistle,  as 
it  affords  in  itself  abundant  evidence  of  the  author  s character, 
and  intentions  towards  me:  but  I think  it  proper  to  remark, 
that  the  letter  from  Peacock,  of  which  Dr.  L.  accuses  me  of 
having  denied  the  receipt  on  the  preceding  evening,  bears  the 
postmark  of  the  15th,  and  if  it  was  written  on  the  13th,  which 
I don’t  believe,  it  must  at  any  rate  have  been  in  Peacock’s  pos- 
session when  he  received  mine  of  the  14th,  and  shewed  to  Dr. 
Lauder. 

l\Jot  being  able  to  prevail  on  Dr.  L.  to  Consent  to  a dissolu- 
tion of  the  co-partnery,  I now  offered  to  allow  the  whole  of  my 


share  of  the  business  to  be  applied  to  the  payment  of  the  debt 
to  Dr.  Thomson,  until  I had  made  some  arrangement  with  that 
gentleman  for  the  settlement  of  his  claim  ; but  to  prevent  Dr. 
L.  from  continuing  to  appropriate  the  whole  proceeds  of  the 
business  to  his  own  use,  or  making  out  the  accounts  in  his  Own 
•name,  I ’suggested  that  an  agent  should  be  appointed  to  Collect 
the  money  due  to  the  co-partnery,  and  pay  the  expenses  ; and 
that  I should  undertake  the  keeping  of  the  books,  rendering 
bills,  &c.  I also  proposed  that  it  should  be  referred  to  arbiters, 
to  settle  what  ought  to  be  done  respecting  my  introduction  to 
the  practice.  ' ■/  '[  ■ > ,’■ 

Peacock  returned  an  evasive  answer  to  that  letter,  but  took 


no  notice  of  my  offer  of  allowing  my  share  of  the  business  to  be 
paid  to  Dr.  Thomson,  nor  of  my  proposal  of  referring  it  to  arbi- 
ters to  settle  what  ought  to  be  done  respecting  my  introduction. 
He  concluded  his  epistle  by  threatening  me  with  legal  pro- 
ceedings. I then  asked  him  what  it  was  he  wished  me  to  do  ? 
and  if  Dr.  Lauder  refused  to  pay  the  money  due  me  from  the 
practice  to  Dr.  Thomson  > In  answer  to  that  letter  Peacock 
informed  me,  that  it  was  necessary  I should,  in  the  first 
place,  fulfil  my  pecuniary  engagements  j but  again  evading  my 
question  respecting  paying  the  money  to  Dr.  Thomson,  re- 
peated his  threats  of  prosecution.  I then  addressed  another 
letter  to  him,  declining  to  return  any  answer  to  his  epistle  till 
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he  informed  me  whether  Dr.  L.  refused  to  pay  my  share  of  the 
business  to  Dr.  Thomson.  No  reply  was  sent  to  that  letter, 
and  the  correspondence  ceased.  I could  not  conceive  at  the 
time  why  Dr.  L.,  if  he  had,  as  Peacock  alleged,  placed  my  divi- 
dends from  the  business  in  Dr.  Jobson’s  hands,  should  have  had 
any  objection  to  their  being  paid  to  Dr.  Thomson  ; but  I have 
since  discovered  he  only  gave  Dr.  Jobson  a very  small  propor- 
tion of  them  (about  a fifth)  and  even  this,  it  will  be  seen,  he 
only  allowed  him  to  retain  for  a very  short  time. 

Dr.  L.  having  been  unable,  by  threats  of  prosecution,  to  dis- 
possess me  of  the  1000/.,  now6ent  Dr.  Jobson  to  inform  me 
that,  if  I did  not,  in  two  days,  make  some  proposal  to  Dr.  Thom- 
son for  the  settlement  of  the  debt  due  to  that  gentleman,  he 
would  get  himself  made  bankrupt,  and  thereby  deprive  me  of 
my  share  of  the  business.  I considered  this  threat  the  most 
extraordinary  avowal  of  base  intention  I had  ever  heard  of, 
and  felt  convinced  IJ>r.  L.  merely  wished  me  to  make  an  offer  to 
Dr.  Thomson  for  tire  purpose  of  getting  me  arrested.  In  con- 
sequence, however,  of  Dr.  Jobson  having  represented  to  me  that 
Dr.  Thomson  would  not,  he  felt  confident,  take  an  unfair  ad- 
vantage of  any  proposal  which  I might  make  to  him,  and  that 
I would,  by  effecting  an  arrangement  with  him,  which  I might 
do  without  involving  my  relations,  remove  Dr.  Lauder’s  only 
pretext  for  refusing  to  agree  to  a dissolution  of  the  co-partneryj 
I at  last  agreed  to  submit  certain  proposals  to  Dr.  Thomson,  in 
which  I stated  that  I was,  in  consequence  of  a pecuniary  loss 
which  I had  sustained,  unable  to  pay  him  the  1000/.  but  I 
offered  to  make  over  to  him  the  whole  of  the  money  due  me 
from  the  business,  which  amounted,  at  least,  from  400/.  to  5Q0/. 
The  residue  of  the  debt,  I proposed  paying  from  the  business, 
afterwards  ; and,  as  a security  for  the  payment  of  it  ip  the 
event  of  Dr.  L.’s  death  (he  alone  having  possession  of  the 
practice)  I proposed  to  insure  that  individuals  life  for.  1000/. ; 
and,  as  a security  in  case  of  my  death,  I offered  to  convey  to 
Dr.  T.  a sum  of  money  which,  in  that  event,  Dr.  Lauder  was? 
by  the  contract  of  co-partnery,  obliged  to  pay  to  my  heirs,  and 
which  would  have  been  more  than  sufficient  to  cancel  the  debt. 
I received  no  answer  from  Dr.  Thomson  to  these  proposals  : but 
Peacock,  in  a day  or^two,  sent  me  a letter,  threatening  to  pro- 
secute me  because  I had  confessed  I was  unable  to  pay  the 
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1000/.  to  that  gentleman  ; and  I understood  from  Dr.  Jobson 
that  Dr.  Lauder  had  told  him,  that  he  was  certain  Dr.  Thomson 
would  not  accept  of  the  offer  I had  made  him  ; and  complained 
that  Dr.  T.  had  behaved  very  ill  to  him  in  not  sooner  adopting 
measures  against  me.  At  last  Dr.  Thomson’s  solicitors,  Messrs. 
Finmore,  Clarke,  and  Finmore,  wrote  me,  that  Dr.  Thomson 
declined  the  proposal  which  I had  made  him,  and  gave  me  to 
tfnderst&nd,  that  if  I could  not  immediately  offer  satisfactory 
teVms,  they  would  arrest  me  ; and  on  my  calling  on  them,  with 
the  intention  of  endeavouring  to  make  some  arrangement  with 
them,  they  told  me  they  could  not  listen  to  any  proposals  from 
me,  and  that  I must  either  give  them  good  bills  for  the  1000/. 
at  three  months  date,  or  abide  the  consequences. 

I now  saw  I had  been  completely  overreached  by  Dr.  Lauder; 
and  as  it  would  haVe  been  madness  in  me  to  have  applied  to 
my  relations  to  raise  money  for  his  accommodation,  to  avoid 
imprisonment,  I determined  on  going  to  France. 

Dr.  Lauder,  on  hearing  I had  left  the  country,  immediately 
applied  to  Dr.  Thomson  to  make  the  firm  bankrupt ; and  while 
he  was  urging  him  to  adopt  that  measure,  he  wrote  four  letters 
to  Dr.  Jobson,  of  which  the  two  following  may  serve  as  speci- 
mens. 


“ 91,  Sloane  Street,  19th  April,  1828. 

“ As  I am  now  pressed  by  Dr.  Thomson  for  the  pay- 
“ ment  of  the  second  ihoiety  of  the  premium  due  by  Dr.  Car- 
“ negy,  who,  by  his  disgraceful  conduct  in  absconding  to  avoid 
" payment  of  his  just  debts,  has  involved  both  me  and  him- 
“ self  iu  a11  the  miseries  which  he  alone  merited  from  his 
“ breach  of  contract  and  every  honourable  feeling,  I have  pe- 
“ remptorily  refused  to  settle  the  matter,*  being  determined 
“ t0  meet  the  worst,  rather  than  submit  to  such  imposition 
on  the  part  of  Dr.  Carnegy.  Dr.  Thomson  has  it  completely 
“ in  Ins  power  to  ruin  us  both,  from  the  circumstance  of  Dr. 
“ Carnegy  having  committed  an  act  of  bankruptcy  in  flying 
“ from  the  country ; I shall,  however,  put  both  at  defiance. 

To  Dr.  Jobson.  “ Yours,  &c. 

“ W.  P.  Lauder." 


Could  he  have  paid  two-pence  in  the  pound  of  the  debt  ? 
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“ 91,  Sloane  Street,  22d  April,  1828. 

*'  Since  I wrote  you  this  morning  I have  been  assailed  at 
" all  hands  by  friends  and  by  foes.  Thomson  is  determined  to 
“ proceed  to  the  utmost,  and  I find  that  my  friend,  Mr.  Battley, 

'*  has  been  actively  endeavouring  to  avert  the  evil  that  ^besets 
“ me,  by  means  of  his  own  solicitor,  unknown  to  me.  Many 
“ weeks  since  we  had  some  conversation,  and  again  more  re- 
“ cently ; but  his  present  act  of  friendship  is  what  I had  no 
“ right  to  expect.  I shall  see  Mr.  Peacock  to-morrow  morning  ; 
“ I have  much  to  communicate,  but  at  present  I find  it  is  im- 
“ possible  for  me  to  say  more. 

“ To  Dr.  Jobson.  “ W.  P.  Lauder.” 

The  above  letters  have  been  lately  submitted  to  Dr.  Thom- 
son, and  have  justly  excited  his  indignation.  He  declares  he 
never  even  pressed  Dr.  Lauder  for  payment  of  the  money  due 
on  his  own  account,  far  less  for  that  which  was  due  as  my  share 
of  the  premium. 

On  my  arrival  in  France  I wrote  Dr.  jobson,  requesting  him 
to  pay  over  the  money  in  his  hands  belonging  to  me  to  Dr. 
Thomson,  to  which  he  replied  that  Dr.  L.  had  taken  the  whole 
of  it  from  him,  under  the  pretext  of  laying  it  out  at  interest ; 
and,  on  being  applied  to,  had  declined  paying  it  to  Dr.  T.,  al- 
leging that  he  had  placed  it  in  Peacock’s  hands.  I need  scarce 
say,  that  what  Dr.  L.  told  Dr.  Jobson  was  untrue.  He  applied 
the  money  to  his  own  use ; and  as  he  has  not,  so  far  as  I can 
learn,  property  to  pay  more  than  a shilling  in  the  pound  of  his 
debts,  it  is,  of  course,  lost. 

In  the  beginning  of  May  last,  Mr.  Sloper,  an  English  solici- 
tor in  Paris,  submitted  to  me  the  subjoined  proposals,  which 
had  been  sent  to  him  by  Dr.  Thomson’?  solictors,  and  informed 
me  that  he  had  instructions,  if  I acceded  to  them,  to  draw  out  a 
deed  of  dissolution  of  my  co-partnery  with  Dr.  Lauder y but,  if 
I rejected  them,  he  was  requested  to  write  as  soon  as  possible 
to  Messrs.  Finmore,  Clarke,  and  Finmore,  that  no  time  might 

be  lost  in  making  me  bankrupt. 

“ Proposals.  First,  that  Dr.  Carnegy  shall  be  considered  to 
« have  withdrawn  from  the  practice,  and  the  partnerrhip  to 
« have  been  dissolved  on  the  1st  January,  1827. 

“ Secondly,  that  up  to  that  time  he  shall  be  entitled  to  the 
««  profits,  and  afterwards  to  the  interest  of  his  capital. 
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“ Thirdly,  that  Dr.  Lauder  shall  be  entitled  to  deduct  from 
« ti,e  capital  and  interest  all  expenses  incurred  by  or  in  any 
“ way  in  consequence  of  his  connexion  with  Dr.  Cainegy. 

“ Fourthly,  that  for  the  balance  he  shall  give  Dr.  Carnegy 
*<  HIS  own  note  of  hand  for  a third  of  the  amount  at  eight 
“ months  ; for  another  third  at  sixteen  months  5 and  for  the 
“ rest  at  two  years  ; and  shall  give  his  own  bond  that  he  will 
“ hold  Dr.  Carnegy  harmless  against  the  debts  of  the  concern, 
“ and  against  the  liability  for  the  other  1000/.  to  Dr.  Thomson; 
“ thereupon  Dr.  Thomson  shall  release  Dr.  Carnegy  from  all 
“ further  obligation.’’* 

I desired  Mr.  Sloper  to  say  that  I objected  to  the  above  pro- 
posals, because  the  terms  offered  were  unfair ; but  that  my 
greatest  objection  to  them  was  that  Dr.  Lauder  (whose  bill  I 
had  repeatedly  before  rejected)  was  just  on  the  eve  of  bank- 
ruptcy. I,  however,  requested  him  to  inform  Dr.  Thomson’s 
solicitors  that  I was,  as  might  easily  be  believed,  most  anxious 
to  get  rid  of  my  connexion  with  Dr.  L.,  and  would  be  happy  to 
enter  into  a submission,  and  leave  it  to  arbiters  to  fix  the  terms 
on  which  the  eo-partnery  ought  to  be  dissolved.  I also,  to  pre- 
vent Dr.  Lauder  from  having  any  excuse  for  resorting  to  bank- 
ruptcy, made  the  following  proposal  to  Dr.  Thomson,  in  a letter 
dated  5 th  May,  1828. 

“ I beg  to  ask  you,  in  case  Dr.  Lauder,  as  is  extremely  likely, 
“ should  refuse  to  come  to  fair  terms,if  you  will  object  to  taking 
“ the  dividends  due  me  up  to  January  last  in  part  payment  of 
“ your  claim,  on  condition  that  I either  pay  you  the  residue  in 
“ cash,  or  give  you  satisfactory  bills  for  it.” 

No  answer  was  returned  to  either  of  the  above  offers';  but  I 
o . ei  li  • ■ . . ’ • ’ ■ i ; il  ' 

* It  is  now  evident  that  Dr.  L.  at  the  time  he  made  the  above  pro- 
posals was  unable  to  pay  more  than  a shilling  in  the  pound  of  his  debts; 
and  it  is  also  evident  that  if  I had  acceded  to  them,  and  taken  his  pre- 
cious personal  note  and  bond,  which  he  had  made  so  many  attempts  to  force 
on  me,that  I would  not  only  have  lost  every  shilling  which  I had  advanced, 
as  also  what  was  due  me  from  the  practice,  but  must  have  continued  lia- 
ble for  the  debts  which  he  had  contracted  for  the  expenses  of  the  business. 
In  fact,  Dr.  L.  could  have  had  no  object  to  serve  in  making  such  proposals 
to  me,  except  to  increase  the  dividend  to  his  creditors  at  my  expense.  He 
promised  if  I acceded  to  his  proposals  that  he  would  give  Dr.  Thomson  se- 
curity for  his  money  ; a promise  which  I need  scarce  say  he  knew  well  he 
had  it  not  in  his  power  to  fulfil. 

t The  whole  of  these  dividends,  I informed  Dr.  T.,  were  either  in  Dr. 
L.’s  hands  or  due  on  accounts  which  he  had  made  out  in  his  own  name,  and 
consequently  unavailable  to  me. 
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hnvc  lately  learrit,  through  Dr.  Thomson,  that  he,  Dr.  Lauder, 
nndMr.  Battley  (Dr.  L.  s friend),  met,  with  their  respective  so- 
licitors, and  that  on  Mr.  Sloper’s  letter  and  mine  being  read 
over,  all  present  were  of  opinion  that  if  Dr.  L.  after  such 
proposals  had  been  made  him,  became  bankrupt,  he  would  ruin 
himself.  He,  at  the  time,  promised  faithfully  he  would  not 
have  recourse  to  bankruptcy  : in  a few  days  afterwards  his 
name  appeared  in  the  Gazette  ! 

Some  weeks  after  Dr.  Lauder’s  bankruptcy,  I was  advised  to 
make  an  attempt  to  establish  myself  in  Sloane  Street.  No 
sooner  had  he  observed  my  name  than  he  told  a gentleman,  a 
friend  of  mine,  that  he  would  send  all  the  creditors  of  the  firm 
to  me,  and  that  he  would  be  surprized  if  they  did  not  soon  (to 
use  his  elegant  expression)  “ lay  me  by  the  heels.”  In  a few 
days  afterwards  I was  accordingly  arrested  for  a debt  of  Dr. 
Lauder’s  contracting,  and  of  which  I knew  nothing ; and  as  I 
am,  in  consequence  of  his  having  refused  to  allow  me  to  examine 
the  books,  &c.  ignorant  how  many  debts  of  the  same  kind  he 
may  have  contracted,  and,  of  course,  left  unpaid  ; and  as  he  is- 
sued the  accounts  of  the  firm  in  his  own  name,  the  whole  pro- 
perty of  the  co-partnery  is,  in  consequence,  in  the  hands  of  his 
creditors,  and  I can  neither  get  these  debts  settled  nor  with 
safety  reside  in  his  neighbourhood. 

From  the  foregoing  statement,  I think  no  one  will  entertain 
a doubt  that  Dr.  Lauder  entered  into  co-partnery  with  me  with 
the  design  of  purchasing  Dr.  Thomson’s  practice  with  my  mo- 
ney, and  raising  himself  by  my  ruin.  Far  from  ever  having 
had  money  to  purchase  my  share  of  the  business,  it  is  clear  he 
never  had  the  means  of  paying  for  his  own  ; and  it  is  equally 
clear  that  he  intended,  from  the  beginning,  to  make  me  advance 
as  much  money  as  he  conld,  and  then  compel  me  to  take  his  per- 
sonal bill  or  bond  for  it. 

If  he  had  prevailed  on  me  to  accept  of  either,  he  would  then 
have  protested  that  I had  obliged  him  to  take  the  whole  practice 
on  himself,  and  attributed  his  bankruptcy  to  that  circumstance  ; 
but  having  failed  to  accomplish  that,  he  (although  long  living 
on  my  property)  has,  I understand,  the  hardihood  to  ascribe  the 
embarrassment  of  his  affairs  to  his  having  been  obliged  to  pay 
my  debts. 

To  prevent  any  misconception  as  to  what  I have  got  from  tho 
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business,  I think  it  proper  to  state  that  I have  received  clear 
144/.  being  less  than  five  per  cent  for  the  money  I advanced.  Not 
one  shilling  has  been  paid  to  me  since  the  1st  of  April,  1827. 
I am  unable  to  say  how  much  Dr.  Lauder  may  have  drawn;  but 
I have  understood  he  told  Dr.  Thomson  he  received  last  year  a 
net  profit  of  twelve  hundred  pounds,  with  all  of  which,  it  ap- 
pears, he  could  not  pay  his  own  debts,  far  less  any  of  mine. 
Although,  therefore,  I have  been  the  greatest,  l have  not  been 
the  only  loser  by  Dr.  Lauder;  and  if  his  practice  was  purchased 
with  my  money,  his  tradesmen  have  had  to  sustain  their  share  of 
his  expenditure. 

Con  arte  ed  inganno 
Si  vive  mezzo  l’anno, 

Con  inganno  e con  arte 
Si  vive  l’altra  parte. 

In  the  above  narrative  I have  laid  before  the  reader  the  plain 
facts  of  the  case.  I have  neither  warped  circumstances  nor  em- 
bellished them  ; neither  attempted  to  excite  sympathy,  nor  rouse 
indignation ; and  now  leave  the  public  to  draw  their  own  conclu- 
sions, in  full  confidence  of  the  result.  There  are,  however, 
some  points  to  which  it  may  be  proper  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  reader.  The  first  charge  Dr.  Lauder  has  urged  against  me 
is,  that  I denied  the  debts  he  had  incurred  for  his  own  private 
purposes  to  be  mine,  when  he  attempted  to  transfer  the  obliga- 
tion from  himself  to  me.  That  money,  as  I have  shewn,  was 
borrowed  without  my  knowledge  : and  strange  and  inconsistent 
as  Dr.  L.’s  conduct  may  appear,  the  circumstance  was  made  by 
him  a pretext  for  originating  a quarrel,  and  for  rejecting  all  my 
advances  towards  an  arrangment.  To  some  men,  nothing  is 
more  irksome  than  the  claims  of  friendship  ; and  that  they  may 
have  some  pretext  for  their  hatred,  they  are  prone  to  give  offence 
for  the  purpose  of  drawing  forth  a retort : — such  a character  is 
Dr.  Lauder. 

It  may  reasonably  be  asked  why,  with  the  opinion  I now  have 
of  Dr.  Lauder,  I ever  entertained  an  idea  of  going  into  partner- 
ship with  him  ? To  this  question  I can  only  answer  that,  like 
many  others,  I was  deceived  and  duped  by  fair  appearances. 
My  acquaintance  and  previous  intercourse  with  Dr.  L.,  although 
of  some  years  standing,  was  of  a kind  which  afforded  little  op- 
portunity of  penetrating  into  his  private  character.  We  were 
both  attached  to  the  same  institution,  and  our  intercourse  was 
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principally  during  the  discharge  of  our  public  duties : — such 
meetings,  as  well  as  Dr.  L.’s  being  at  the  time  a Reader  of  Lec- 
tures in  Edinburgh,  enabled  me  to  judge  of  his  talents  ; and  al- 
though I discovered  he  was  by  no  means  highly  gifted,  yet  I 
thought,  from  his  years  and  standing  in  the  profession,  he  might 
be  able  to  carry  on  a general  practice  in  London  with  a fair 
prospect  of  success. 

Some  may  think,  perhaps,  that  I ought  to  have  sought  redress 
for  the  injuries  I have  sustained  in  a court  of  law  ; and  for  the 
insults  endured,  in  away  more  congenial  to  the  habits  and  feelings 
of  a gentleman  than  laying  my  case  before  the  public.  The  first 
is  tedious  and  expensive,  and  in  the  event  of  the  decision  being 
in  my  favour,  the  award  could  not  have  been  recovered,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  bankrupt  condition  of  my  opponent ; and  as  to 
the  second,  I need  only  say,  it  is  absolutely  necessary,  in  such 
matters,  to  have  the  consent  of  two  parties. 

One  observation  more.  During  the  whole  of  the  transaction 
I never  had  it  in  my  power  to  injure  Dr.  Lauder,  even  had  I 
been  so  inclined ; while  he,  on  the  contrary,  from  the  situation 
of  trust  in  which  my  confidence  had  placed  him,  held,  as  it 
were,  my  fate  in  his  hands  ; and  all  his  complaints,  therefore, 
of  injury  sustained  by  me  are  equally  false  and  futile.  How  he 
has  fulfilled  that  trust  and  repaid  that  confidence,  the  reader  will 
now  be  able  to  judge. 

I now  take  leave  of  Dr.  Lauder  with  the  surely  not  unfriendly 
wish  ; — That  he  maybe  able  to  reconcile  to  his  conscience  his 
treatment  of  me,  and  so  live  hereafter  as  to  wipe  off  the  stain 
which  that  treatment  has  left  upon  his  reputation.  As  for  my- 
self, the  truth  being  once  known,  all  the  calumnies  so  industri- 
ously circulated  by  Dr.  Lauder  against  my  character  will,  like 
a dangerous  weapon  wielded  by  an  unskilful  hand,  recoil  with 
double  force  against  himself,  and  I therefore  deem  it  quite  unne- 
cessary to  say  a single  word  in  refutation  of  them  : but  wrapping 
myself  up  in  the  sullen  dignity  of  conscious  rectitude,  exclaim 
with  the  ancient,  “ Let  the  whole  tenor  of  my  life  speak  for 
me.” 


ROBERT  CARNEGY. 
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APPENDIX. 


Some  weeks  ago  Mr.  Battley,  not  being  aware  of  the  state  of  Dr.  Lauder’9 
.affairs,  and  having  discovered  he  had  deceived  him  in  making  him  believe 
I would  not  consent  to  a dissolution  of  the  co-partnery,  applied  to  him  to 
refund  me  my  money.  I subjoin  Dr.  Lauder’s  answer  to  that  application, 
as  likewise  a letter  from  my  friend,  Colonel  Drummond,  to  Mr.  Battley,  in 
reply  to -the  offer  made  in  Dr.  Lauder’s  epistle. 

\ 

“ 91,  Sloane  Street,  Chelsea,  12th  August,  1828. 

“ In  reference  to  the  conversation  we  had  this  morning,  I take 
“ leave  to  state  that,  under  all  the  circumstances,  after  all  I have  suffered 
“ in  mind,  as  well  as  in  a pecuniary  point  of  view,  I do  not  think  that  Dr. 
“ Carnegy’s  warmest  and  most  indulgent  friends  can  say  that  he  has  apy 
“ fair  claim  upon  me  ; yet,  to  show  to  him,  to  his  friends,  and  to  the  world  at 
“ large,  that  I have  every  wish  to  meet  him  fairly,  and  bring  our  unhappy 
“ differences  to  a conclusion,  I have  no  objection  to  admit,  within  six 
“ months  from  this  date,  any  gentleman  to  represent  Dr.  Carnegy  as  a 
“ partner,  (subject,  however,  to  my  approval  as  to  character  and  respec- 
“ tability)  upon  precisely  the  same  terms  as  those  between  Dr.  Carnegy 
“ and  myself  ; that  is  to  say,  he  is  to  he  entitled  to  the  same  share  of  the 
“ profits  of  the  practice,  and  must  pay  the  same  proportion  of  the  premium 
“ to  Dr.Thomson  as  stipulated  in  the  deed  of  contract  between  Dr.  Carnegy 
“ and  myself;  hut  it  is  to  be  expressly  understood,  that,  in  the  event  of 
“ such  an  arrangement,  Dr.  Carnegy  is  to  bind  himself  under  a penalty  of 
“ .£2000,  not  to  settle  in  any  part  of  London  nearer  to  Sloane  Street  than 
“ two  miles.  I beg  also  to  state  further,  that,  as  I feel  conscious  of  having 
■“  acted  towards  Dr.  Carnegy,  from  first  to  last,  as  becomes  an  upright, 
“ honest,  and  honourable  man,  I am  willing  to  submit  my  conduct  to  gen- 
“ tlemen  mutually  chosen. 

“ To  R.  Battley,  Esq.  “ I am, 

“ 114,  Fore  Street.  “ w.  P.  Lauder.” 

Letter  from  Colonel  Drummond,  in  Answer  to  the  above. 

“ SlR’  “ 107,  Sloane  Street,  15th  August,  1828. 

“ Having  carefully  considered  the  letter  which  you  gave  me  with 
“ Dr.  Lauder’s  proposal,  I am  of  opinion  that  the  possibility  of  Dr.  Car- 
negy selling  his  share  of  the  practice  depends  on  the  character  of  his 
“ partner;  and  that  no  one  would  purchase  it  from  him  unless  he  had  first 
“ asrertained  the  respectability  of  it.  Therefore,  the  first  thing  to  be  donp 
is,  in  accordance  with  Dr.  Lauder’s  offer,  to  submit  it  to  gentlemen  to 
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“ decide  whether  his  conduct  to  Dr.  C.  has  been  such  as  it  ought  to  have 
“ been. 

“ It  appears,  from  Dr.  Lauder’s  memorial  to  the  arbiters  of  the  contract 
“ of  co-partnery,  that  the  quarrel  between  him  and  Dr.  C.  originated  in 

Dr.  C.  having  denied  that  two  sums  of  money,  which  were  borrowed 
“ from  Messrs.  Milne  and  Parry,  and  Dr.  Thomson,  were  for  him  ; and 
“ I have  understood  that  Dr.  Lauder  alleges,  that  he  had  recourse  to  bank- 
ti  ruptcy  because  he  could  not  prevail  on  Dr.  Carnegy  either  to  pay  his 
“ share  of  the  premium,  or  consent  to  a dissolution  of  the  co-partnery.  I 
“ would,  therefore,  propose  that  these  points  be  referred  to  arbitration, 
“ according  to  Dr.  L.’s  wish  5 and  if  the  arbiters,  after  having  perused  the 
“ correspondence  between  the  parties,  decide  that  the  said  sums  of  money 
“ were  borrowed  at  Dr.  Carnegy’s  request,  and  for  his  use,  and  that  he 
“ neither  would  pay  his  share  of  the  premium,  nor  consent  to  a dissolution 
“ of  the  co-partnery,  that,  in  that  event  , Dr.  Carnegy  shall  be  held  to 
“ have  acted  improperly  towards  Dr.  Lauder,  and  shall  either  sell  his 
“ share  of  the  practice,  for  what  it  will  bring,  to  a person  to  be  approved 
“ of  by  Dr.  L. ; or,  if  he  cannot  dispose  of  it,  shall  sacrifice  the  ,£1000 
“ which  he  has  paid  to  Dr.  Thomson,  as  likewise  the  whole  of  the  money 
“ due  him  from  the  practice;  and  that,  in  either  case.  Dr.  C.  shall  bind 
“ himself  under  a penalty  of  £2000  not  to  practise  within  two  miles  of 
“ Sloane  Street : but  if,  on  the  contrary,  these  gentlemen  decree  that  the 
“ aforesaid  sums  of  money  were  borrowed  by  Dr.  Lauder  for  himself,  and 
“ that  it  was  merely  to  accommodate  Dr.  L.  that  Dr.  Carnegy  joined  him 
“ in  a bill  to  Messrs.  Milne  and  Parry,  and  allowed  his  share  of  the  profits 
“ of  the  practice  to  be  applied  to  the  liquidation  of  the  debt  to  Dr.  Thom- 
“ son  ; that  Dr.  Carnegy  made  offers  to  Dr.  Lauder,  either  to  dispose  of 
“ his  share  of  the  practice  to  any  person  Dr.  L.  might  prefer  as  a partner, 
“ or  to  sell  it  to  him,  if  he  would  grant  him  sufficient  bills  for  his  money  ; 
“ which  offers  Dr.  L.  declined,  because  he  disliked  co-partnerships,  and  be- 
“ cause  he  either  could  not,  or  did  not  choose,  to  grant  Dr.C.  good  bills  : that 
“ Dr.  Lauder  thought  fit  to  insist,  as  a condition  to  his  agreeing  to  a disso- 
“ lution  of  the  co-partnery,  that  Dr.  Carnegy  should  pay  an  additional 
“ £1000  to  Dr.  Thomson  ; and  that  just  before  Dr.  L.  became  bankrupt, 
“ Dr.  Carnegy  offered  to  refer  it  to  arbiters,  to  settle  the  terms  on  which 
“ the  co-partnery  ought  to  be  dissolved ; or  if  Dr,  L.  should  not  agree 
“ to  that,  proposed  to  Dr.  Thomson  to  pay  him  the  money  due  him  if  he 
“ would  in  part  payment  take  the  profits  due  him  from  the  business,  up  to 
“ January  last ; the  whole  of  which  were  either  in  Dr.  Lauder’s  hands,  or 
“ were  due  on  accounts  made  out  in  his  name,  and  consequently  unavail- 
“ able  to  Dr.  Carnegy  ; to  neither  of  which  offers  was  any  answer  returned. 
“ If  such  be  the  decision  of  the  arbiters,  it  follows  that  Dr.  Lauder  has 
“ behaved  most  ungratefully  to  Dr.  Carnegy,  and  that  his  conduct,  to  use 
“the  mildest  terms,  has  been  extremely  improper;  and  as  it  was  highly 
“ blameable  in  him,  under  such  circumstances,  to  get  himself  made  bank- 
“ rupt,  and  shameful  in  him  to  traduce  Dr.  Carnegy’s  character  in  the  way 
“ in  which  he  has  done,  that  he  should  at  least  be  compelled,  not  only  to  im- 
“ plemeut  his  oiler  of  the  4th  June,  1827,  as  interpreted  by  the  arbiters  of 
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m tj,e  contract  In  their  decree,  and  to  grant  Dr.  C.  satisfactory  bills  for 
“ bis  money,  but  also  to  make  an  ample  npology  to  him  for  having  calum- 
“ niated  his  character.  I would  further  propose,  that  each  party  should 
u give  security,  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  other,  that  he  will  implement  the 
“ decree  in  a given  time.  As  it  is  desirable  that  the  arbiters  should  have  no 
“ personal  knowledge  of  either  of  the  parties,  will  Dr.  Lauder  object  to 
“ my  naming  two  gentlemen  f 

“ To  Mr.  Battley.  “ I am,  &c. 

“ W.  Drummond.” 

In  answer  to  the  above  proposals  Dr.  Lauder  wrote  a long,  rambling, 
evasive  epistle  to  Mr.  Battley,  declining  to  submit  his  conduct  to  gentle- 
men ; and  refusing  to  enter  on  arbitration,  because  he  had  not  the  means  of 
refunding  me  my  money. 


I have  subjoined  a circular  letter  which  I sent  some  time  ago  to  the 
medical  gentlemen  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Sloane  Street,  as  likewise  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Miller,  surgeon,  Chelsea,  to  Dr.  Lauder,  and  two  letters 
from  my  friend,  Dr.  Gellatly,  to  me,  but  I forbear  offering  any  comment  on 
any  of  them. 

No.  1. — Circular  Letter  from  Dr.  Carnf.gy. 

“ Sir,  “ 98,  Sloane  Street,  4th  August,  1828. 

“ It  having  come  to  my  knowledge  that  Dr.  Lauder  has  stated  to 
“ Mr.  Miller,  Surgeon,  Chelsea,  and  others,  that  I had  paid  no  part  of  the 
“ premium  for  the  practice  which  I purchased  in  conjunction  with  him  from 
“ Dr. A.  T.  Thomson,  and  had  acted  dishonestly  towards  him  in  having 
“ drawn  from  the  profits  of  it,  I have  taken  the  liberty  of  addressing  you 
“ for  the  purpose  of  contradicting  that  most  calumnious  report,  and  of  inform- 
“ ing  you  that  I not  only  paid  my  own  share  of  the  first  instalment  of  that 
* ‘ premium,  viz.  1000, but  that,  to  enable  Dr.  Lauder  to  pay  his  propor- 
“ tion  of  it,  I lent  him  .£300,  and  became  security  for  him  for  J700.  I beg 
“ leave  also  to  say,  that  I was  willing  to  pay  the  remaining  j£l000  to  Dr. 
“ Thomson  if  Dr.  Lauder  would  have  introduced  me  in  a proper  manner  to 
“ the  practice;  but  that,  feeling  convinced,  from  the  way  in  which  he  had  be- 
“ haved  to  me, that  it  was  quite  impossible  for  us  to  conduct  business  together, 
“ and  being  anxious  to  get  rid  of  the  connexion  that  I might  get  into  em- 
“ ployment,  I repeatedly  urged  him  to  consent  to  a dissolution  of  the  copart- 
“ nery,  and  grant  me  sufficient  bills  for  my  money,  which  he  constantly  re- 
-fused to  do.  Just  before  he  got  himself  made  bankrupt,  in  fact,  I pro- 
“ posed,  as  I had  often  previously  done,  to  refer  it  to  arbiters  to  settle  the 
*erms  the  dissolution  of  the  co-partnery  ; but  suspecting  that 
-he  would  not  listen  to  any  fair  proposal,  and  being  aware  of  his 

- intention  to  have  recourse  to  bankruptcy,  whereby  I knew  I 

- would  be  deprived  of  my  property,  to  prevent  him  from  having  any 

- excuse  for  resorting  to  such  a measure,  I also  offered,  if  he  would  in 
4t  part  Payment  of  the  debt  to  Dr.  Thomson  pay  over  to  him  the  profits  due 
„ *°  from  the  business,  which  he  had  got  into  his  possession,  to  give 

that  gentleman  satisfactory  bills  for  the  residue.  No  answer  was  re- 
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“ turned  to  either  of  these  offers,  nor  did  I know  whether  Dr.  L.  was  to 
“ accePl  or  r<Uect  lliem>  li>*  I saw  bis  name  in  the  Gazette.  I shall,  in  a 
“ 8,,ort  ti,ne»  take  the  liberty  of  sending  you  a Statement  of  Facts  against 
Dr.  Lauder,  which  I am  now  occupied  in  preparing  ; may  I entreat  you 
“ will  do  me  the  justice  to  peruse  it. 

I*am,  Sir 

Your  most  obedient  Servant, 

“ R.  Carnegy.” 

No*  -• — From  Thomas  Miller,  Esq.  to  Dr.  Lauder. 

“ My  Dear  Sir, 

In  reply  to  you  on  the  subject  of  Dr.  Carnegy’s  circular  of  the 
4th  instant,  I beg  to  contradict  the  statements  contained  in  that  circular, 
so  far  as  they  refer  to  me.  I never  told  Dr.  Caraegy’s  friend,  Dr.  Gel- 
latly , or  any  one  else,  that  you  had  asserted  that  Dr.  Carnegy  had  paid 
“ no  part  of  the  premium  to  Dr.  Thomson,  but  I stated  to  Dr.  Gellatly  that 
I had  heard  from  you  that  a £1000  was  due  from,  and  still  unpaid  by  Df» 
Carnegy.  As  regards  profits,  I never  said  a word  on  the  subject,  hav- 
“ ing  never  heard  it  mentioned  by  any  one. 

“ I am,  my  dear  Sir, 

To  Dr.  Lauder , « Very  truly  yonrs, 

“ .9,»  sloane  Street.”  “ Thomas  Miller.” 

No.  3. — Letter  from  Dr.  Gellatly  to  Dr.  Carnegy. 

“ 62,  London  Road,  Southwark, 

“ Dear  Carnegy,  “ August  12,  182.8. 

“ In  reply  to  yours  of  the  8th  instant  I shall  attempt  to  relate  the 
“ conversation  that  took  place  betwixt  me  and  Mr.  Miller,  on  the  Cainber- 
“ well  Road,  so  far  as  my  memory  will  bear  me  out,  and  to  the  best  of  ,iny 
“ belief. 

“ I introduced  the  subject  of  Dr.  Lauder’s  bankruptcy  to  him.  He  said, 
“ Dr.  Lauder  had  called  on  him  twice  ; once  he  did  not  see  him.  Dr.  Lau- 
“ der  introduced  the  subject  of  his  name  having  appeared  in  the  Gazette  ; 
“ said  it  might  surprise  Mr.  Miller  ; then  entered  into  the  following 
“ explanation,  viz.  That  he  had  agreed  with,  and  entered  into  a co-part- 
' “ nery  with  a gentleman  (Carnegy)  to  take  Dr.  A.  T.  Thomson’s  practice  ; 
“ this  gentleman,  he  said,  he  did  not  know  much  of ; his  relations  he  knew, 
“ and  he  was  of  a very  respectable  Scotch  family.  That  this  gentleman 
“ was  to  take  one  fourth  share  of  the  practice,  for  which  he  was  to  pay 
“ ,£1000  | but  that  that  gentleman  (Carnegy)  had  behaved  in  a very  extra- 
-ordinary or  strange  sort  of  mnaner  (I  think  were  his  words)  that  he  had 
“attempted,  at  different  times,  to  get  that  person  either  to  pay  his  share 
“ into  the  concern,  or  consent  to  a dissolution  of  the  co-partnery  : but  being 
“ unable  to  obtain  either,  his  name  was  obliged  to  appear  in  the  Gazette  to 
“ dissolve  the  co-partnery. 

“ In  reply  to  Mr.  Miller’s  observations,  I said,  I thought  he  had  been 
“ deceived,  as  I had  seen  an  acknowledgment  of  ^lOOO  from  Dr.  Lauder 
“ to  Dr.  Carnegy;  that  I did  not  believe  that  my  friend  could  have  behaved 
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<t  in  s0  dishonourable  a manner,  nor  so  far  deceived  me,  as  I had  now  known 
“ him  several  years,  in  fact,  I said,  I had  known  him  from  school  to  the 
« present  time,  and  I could  not  conceive  wlmt  motive  could  prompt  him  to 
“ deceive  me.  Well,  said  Mr.  Miller,  there  must  be  some  faults  on  both 
“ 6ides,  as  he  could  not  reconcile  to  his  mind  so  very  contradictory  state- 
<<  ments  ;at  the  same  time  adding, Dr.  Lauder  did  not  appear  such  adeceit- 
•«  fui  person, adding  to  this,  that  Dr.  Lauder  had  said  to  him  that  Dr.  A.  T. 

/ “ Thomson  should  not  lose  his  money,  provided  he  was  quiet, or  something 

“ to  that  purpose. 

“ I am,  dear  Sir, 

“ Yours  very  faithfully, 

“ Dr.  Carnegy.  4‘  James  Gellatly. 

No.  4.— -Letter  from  Dr.  Gellatly  to  R.  C. 

“ Dear  Sir,  “ London  Road,  August  14,  1828. 

“ Mr.  Miller  called  on  me  to-day,  and  appears  very  angry  about  the 
« letter  you  have  circulated  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Sloane  Street,  and  de- 
“ nies  that  he  said  what  I have  written  to  you.  He  now  says,  that  Dr.  Lau- 
der told  him  that  you  owed  the  concern  .flCXX),  but  says  he  did  not  say 
“ that  you  had  never  paid  any  thing  into  the  concern.  He  says,  that  was 
“ the  general  report ; it  was  told  him,  he  does  not  know  how,  viz.  your  not 
“ having  paid  any  thing,  and  he  says  what  he  told  me  was  the  general  re- 
“ port,  and  not  what  was  told  him  by  Dr.  Lauder. 

“ You  have  now  one  man’s  assertion  in  contradiction  to  the  other.  There 
“ were  no  witnesses  present,  and,  I suppose,  there  the  matter  must  stand. 

“ 1 could  never  have  dreamed  what  I have  written  to  you  ; and  as  I never 
“ heard  from  you  how  you  stood  with  Dr.  Lauder,  1 could  not  have  got  up 
“ this  story  excepting  it  had  been  told  me.  Hoping  you  will  soon  get  out 
“ of  your  troubles, 

“ I am, dear  Sir, 

“ Yours  sincerely, 

“ James  Gellatly.” 


To  Dr.  Carnegy. 
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